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45571  Credit  Control  Revocation  Executive  order 

45565  Citizenship  Day  and  Constitution  Week,  1980 

Presidential  proclamation 

45569  National  P.O.W.— M.I.A.  Recognition  Day,  1980 

Presidential  proclamation 

45567  Military  Education  and  Training  for  Yugoslavia 

Presidential  determination 

45609  Iranian  Assets  Treasury  /Foreign  Assets  Control 
Office  proposes  to  require  certain  types  of  blocked 
Iranian  property  be  held  in  interest-bearing  status; 
comments  by  8-6-80 

45854  Grant  Programs— Housing  HUD/FHEO  is 

accepting  applications  from  eligible  State  and  local 
fair  housing  agencies  for  funding  under  the  Fair 
Housing  Assistance  Program;  apply  by  9-5-80  (Part 
III  of  this  issue) 

45699  Grant  Programs  HHS/HDS  seeks  comments  on 
reallotment  of  Basic  Support  and  Protection  and 
Advocacy  Formula  Grants;  comments  by  8-6-80 

45862  Disaster  Assistance  FEMA  provides  guidance  for 
administration  of  Federal  assistance  for  State  and 
local  governments  and  qualifying  private  nonprofit 
institutions;  effective  8-6-80  (Part  V  of  this  issue) 

CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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Highlights 


45579  Customs  Duties  Treasury/Customs  issues  rules 
reflecting  metric  conversion  of  quantities  of 
merchandise  to  which  an  exemption  from  duties 
and  taxes  is  accorded  individuals  entering  the  U.S.; 
effective  8-6-80 

45597  Natural  Gas  DOE/FERC  proposes  notice  of 
petition  requesting  rulemaking  for  incentive  price 
for  natural  gas  produced  from  certain  depths; 
comments  by  8-15-80 

45598  Improving  Government  Regulations  ACTION 
publishes  Semiannual  Agenda  of  significant 
regulations 

45784  Minimum  Wages  Labor/ESA  gives  notice  of 
general  wage  determinations  for  Federal  and 
Federally  assisted  construction  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

45868  Rice  Inspection  USDA/FGIS  issues  final  rule 

increasing  fees  for  Federal  rice  inspection  services 
approximately  15  percent  from  present  schedule; 
effective  8-10-80  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) 

45872  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Interior/BLM  issues 
proposed  sale  notice  for  proposed  Oil  and  Gas 
Lease  Sale  No.  62  in  the  offshore  waters  of  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  Area  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) 

45580  Defense  Communications  DOD/Sec'y  publishes  a 
Federal  Radionavigation  Plan;  effective  6-18-80 

45613  Privacy  Act  Documents  DOD/AF 

45753  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

45784  Part  II,  Labor/ESA 
45854  Part  III,  HUD/FHEO 
45858  Part  IV,  USDA/FGIS 
45862  Part  V,  FEMA 
45872  Part  VI,  Interior/BLM 
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III 


The  President 

ADMINISTRATIVE  ORDERS 

45567  Yugoslavia,  funding  for  international  military 

education  and  training  (Presidential  Determination 
No.  80-20  of  June  10,  1980) 

EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

45571  Credit  control  revocation  (EO  12225) 

PROCLAMATIONS 

45565  Citizenship  Day  and  Constitution  Week,  1980  (Proc. 
4773) 

45569  P.O.W.-M.I.A.  Recognition  Day,  1980,  National 

(Proc.  4774) 

Executive  Agencies 

ACTION 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

45598  Regulatory  agenda 

Agency  for  International  Development 

PROPOSED  RULES 

45598  Advisory  committee  management;  sunset  review 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

45573  Cherries  grown  in  Mich,  et  al. 

45574  Onions  grown  in  Idaho  and  Oreg. 

45573  Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

45574  Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in  Idaho  and  Oreg. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service;  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

Air  Force  Department 

NOTICES 

45613  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau 

NOTICES 

45751  Firearms,  granting  of  relief;  correction 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

45612  Mail  rates;  domestic  service  priority  and 
nonpriority 

45753  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

45611  Standard  industry  fare  level,  interim 

Civil  Rights  Commission 

NOTICES 

45753  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Commerce  Department 

See  Economic  Development  Administration; 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration. 

Customs  Service 

RULES 

Organization  and  functions;  field  organization; 
ports  of  entry,  etc.: 

45578  Denver,  Colo. 


Personal  declarations  and  exemptions: 

45579  Metric  conversion  of  quantities  of  merchandise 
included  in  personal  exemption 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Air  Force  Department. 

RULES 

45580  Radionavigation  plan,  Federal 

Economic  Development  Administration 

NOTICES  . 

Import  determination  petitions: 

45613  Central  Foundry  Co.,  et  al. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

45619  Mesa  Petroleum  Co. 

45620  Northern  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Natural  gas;  fuel  oil  displacement  certification 
applications: 

45618  Georgia-Pacific  Corp. 

45617  Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co. 

45616  Public  Service  Electric  &  Gas  Co. 

Employment  Standards  Administration 

NOTICES 

45784  Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Calif., 
Conn.,  Fla.,  Ga.,  Md.,  Mass.,  N.J.,  N.Y.,  Ohio,  Pa.,  S. 
Dak.,  and  Tenn.) 

Energy  Department 

See  Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Energy 
Research  Office;  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission;  Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy 
Department. 

Energy  Research  Office 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

45686,  Energy  Research  Advisory  Board  (2  documents) 

45687 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

45581  South  Carolina 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guidelines  for  point  source 
categories: 

45582  Grain  milling;  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology;  suspension  of  BCT  limitations  for 
corn  wet  milling 

NOTICES  r 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

45688  Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 
Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 

45691  TSCA  Interagency  Testing  Committee  report  to 

EPA;  priority  list  for  chemical  substances  testing; 
response  to  recommendations 
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Environmental  Quality  Office,  Housing  and  Urban 

Development  Department 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

45699  Gem  Heights  Subdivision,  Pierce  County,  Wash., 
et  al. 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 
NOTICES 

45754  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Fair  Housing 'and  Equal  Opportunity,  Office  of 

Assistant  Secretary 

NOTICES 

Grants;  availability,  etc.: 

45854  Fair  housing  assistance  program;  competitive  and 
noncompetitive  solicitation  for  funding 

Farm  Credit  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

45595  Farm  credit  boards,  district;  organization 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
RULES 

Airports,  Metropolitan  Washington: 

45578  National  and  Dulles  International  airports; 

solicitation  and  leafletting  procedures;  correction 
Airworthiness  directives: 

45576  Partenavia  Costruzioni  Aeronautiche  S.p.A 

45577  Transition  areas 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Airworthiness  standards; 

45595  Transport  category  airplanes;  seat  and  seat 
restraint  strength;  meeting 

NOTICES 

*  Meetings; 

45751  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

RULES 

Practice  and  procedure: 

45582  Ex  parte  communications  during  informal 

rulemaking  proceedings 
Radio  services,  special: 

45594  Personal  radio  service;  system  licensing  program 
in  General  Mobile  Radio  Service;  correction 
Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

45593  Missouri 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Common  carrier  services: 

45600  Multipoint  distribution  service;  alternative 
authorization  procedures  in  choosing  applicants; 
extension  of  time 

Frequency  allocations  and  radio  treaty  matters: 

45601  Multipoint  distribution  service,  instructional 
television  fixed  service,  and  private  operational 
fixed  microwave  service;  equal  sharing  of 
frequency  band;  correction 

45600  Multipoint  distribution  service,  instructional 
television  fixed  service,  and  private  operational 
fixed  microwave  service;  equal  sharing  of 
frequency  band;  extension  of  time 

Radio  services,  special: 

45601  Multipoint  distribution  service,  instructional 
television  fixed  service,  and  private  operational 
fixed  microwave  service;  technical  requirements; 
extension  of  time 


Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments: 

45602  Indiana 
45601  Kansas 

NOTICES 

45694  Rulemaking  proceedings  filed,  granted,  denied,  etc.; 

petitions  by  various  companies 
45692  Television  translator  applications  ready  and 
available  for  processing 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 
RULES 

Disaster  assistance;  • 

45862  Project  administration;  application  procedures  for 

governmental  bodies  and  eligible  private 
nonprofit  facilities 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

45598  Collection  authority;  interim,  retroactive,  and 
refund  filing  requirements;  hearing 
45597  Incentive  prices  for  natural  gas  produced  from 

depths  between  10,000  and  15,000  feet; 
rulemaking  petition 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

45674  Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative  Corp. 

45674  Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative  et  al. 

45677  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corp.  (2 
documents) 

45675  Connecticut  Light  &  Power  Co. 

45678  Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co. 

45678  Ferland,  James  E. 

45678  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

45679  Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

45679,  Hartford  Electric  Co.  (4  documents) 

45680 

45681  Herche,  Daniel  R. 

45681  Howard,  John  G. 

45675  Idaho  Power  Co. 

45681  Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Co. 

45682  Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

45682  Lewis,  M.H. 

45682  Maulden,  Jerry  L. 

45676  Missouri  Utilities  Co. 

45682  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.,  et  al. 

45682,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (3  documents) 

45683 

45676  Northwestern  Public  Service  Co. 

45684  Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

45676  Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana 

45676  Riceland  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  et  al. 

45684  Rogers,  Doris  E. 

45685  Rousseau,  Alfred  M. 

45685  Sheafer,  William  L. 

45685  Tampa  Electric  Co. 

45685  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

45686  Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corp. 

45686  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 

45754  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Natural  gas  companies: 

45620  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 
applications,  abandonment  of  service  and 
petitions  to  amend 
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Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

45622,  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (5 
45638,  documents) 

45650, 

45656, 

45668 

> 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

45868  Rice  inspection  services;  fee  adjustments 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

45754  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

45599  Independent  ocean  freight  forwarders,  licensing; 
publication  of  applications  in  Federal  Register 
Tariffs  filed  by  common  carriers  in  foreign 
commerce  of  U.S.: 

45599  Ocean  Shipping  Act  of  1978;  state-owned  or 
controlled  carriers  operating  as  cross  traders; 
correction 

NOTICES 

45694  Agreements  filed,  etc. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

RULES 

Procedures  and  practice  rules: 

45578  FTC  Improvement  Act  of  1980,  implementation; 
admissibility  of  evidence  in  advertising 
substantiation  cases 

Foreign  Assets  Control  Office 

RULES 

45594  Iranian  assets  control  regulation;  correction 

PROPOSED  RULES 

45609  Iranian  assets  control  regulations 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Human  Development  Services  Office. 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

45687  Decisions  and  orders 
Remedial  orders: 

45688  Objections  filed 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Environmental  Quality  Office,  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Department;  Fair  Housing  and 
Equal  Opportunity,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary. 


Human  Development  Services  Office 

NOTICES 

45699  Developmental  disabilities  services  and  facilities 
construction;  reallotment  of  funds;  American 
Samoa  et  al. 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

RULES 

45575  Naturalization  petitions;  signature  requirement 


Transportation  line  contracts: 

45575  Western  Airlines,  Inc.;  list  addition 

Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service;  Surface  Mining  Office;  Water  and  Power 
Resource  Service. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

45751  Assistant  Commissioner  (Technical)  et  al.; 

extension  of  time  grants  for  elections  for  relief 
applications 

International  Development  Cooperation  Agency 

See  Agency  for  International  Development. 

International  Trade  Commission 

NOTICES 

Import  investigations: 

45731  Motor  vehicles,  chassis,  and  bodies 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

Motor  carriers: 

45703  Household  goods,  used;  transportation  for  DOD 
pack-and-crate  operation;  special  certificate 
letter 

45730  Transportation  of  Government  traffic;  special 
certificate  letter 

45704  Petitions,  applications,  finance  matters  (including 
temporary  authorities),  alternate  route  deviations, 
intrastate  applications,  gateways,  and  pack  and 
crate 

Justice  Department 

See  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  Standards  Administration; 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

45738  Aetna  Industries,  Inc. 

45734  American  Nail  Corp.,  et  al. 

45740  Aventure  Apparel,  Inc.,  et  al. 

45738  Benmax  Sportswear  Co. 

45737  Blue  Arrow,  Inc.,  et  al. 

45738  Butte,  Anaconda  &  Pacific  Railway  Co. 

45739  Dana  Corp. 

45739  Highland  Bolt  &  Nut  Co. 

45740  Honsel-Hayes  Aluminum  Products  Co. 

45740  Lapeer  Fabricators 

45740  M.N.P.  Manufacturing  Corp. 

45740  Uniroyal,  Inc. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil  and  gas  lease  sales: 
45872  Gulf  of  Mexico 

Sale  of  public  lands: 

45700  Colorado 

Survey  plat  filings  and  opening  of  public  lands: 

45701  Nevada 


VI 
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Management  and  Budget  Office 

NOTICES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

45749  Semiannual  agenda  for  directives:  publication 
delay 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 

45732,  Cargill  Inc.  (2  documents) 

45733 

45733  Flintkote  Cement  Co. 

45734  Hy-Rock  Products  Co.,  Inc. 

45734  Kentucky  Carbon  Corp. 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 

RULES 

Federal  credit  unions: 

45576  Share  certificate  accounts;  dividend  rate  ceilings; 
adjustments;  correction 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Endangered  and  threatened  species: 

45604  Green,  loggerhead,  and  olive  Ridley  sea  turtles;' 

draft  environmental  supplement  and  scoping 
meeting;  meeting  cancelled 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

45702  Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail  Advisory 
Council 

45701  Gateway  National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission;  Held  tour 

45702  Santa  Monica  Mountains  National  Recreation 
Area  Advisory  Commission 

45702  Upper  Delaware  Citizens  Advisory  Council 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

45595  Rulemaking  activities;  issuance  of  quarterly  report; 
availability 

NOTICES 

Abnormal  occurrence  reports: 

45746  Confinement  system  loss,  plutonium  deposition 

in  employee 
Applications,  etc.: 

45748  Consumers  Power  Co.- 

Meetings: 

45748  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee 

Postal  Service 

NOTICES 

45754  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 

45755  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.:  * 

45749  Cineffects  Capital  Corp. 

45750  Pan  Pac  Capital  Corp. 

45750  Rainbow-Bridge  Capital  Corp. 


45750  Transportation  SBIC,  Inc. 

Disaster  areas: 

45749  Alabama 

45749  Iowa 

45751  Wyoming 

45750  Optional  peg  rate 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

notices 

Watershed  planning  assistance;  authorization  to 
local  organizations: 

45611  New  Jersey 

Surface  Mining  Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Permanent  program  submissions;  various  States: 
45604  Louisiana;  reopening  of  comment  period 

NOTICES 

Coal  mining  and  reclamation  plans: 

45702  Lone  Star  Steel  Co. 

Transportation  Department 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

Treasury  Department 

See  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau; 
Customs  Service;  Foreign  Assets  Control  Office; 
Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Wage  and  Price  Stability  Council 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

45613  Price  Advisory  Committee;  cancellation 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

45703  Animas-La  Plata  Project,  Colo,  and  N.  Mex. 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Energy  Research  Office — 

45687  Fossil  Energy  R&D  Subpanel  of  the  Energy 
Research  Advisory  Board,  7-10-80 
45686  Nuclear  R&D  Subpanel  of  the  Energy  Research 
Advisory  Board,  7-22-80 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

45702  Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail  Advisory 
Council,  8-22  and  8-23-80 

45702  Santa  Monica  Mountains  National  Recreation  Area 
Advisory  Commission,  7-23-80 
45702  Upper  Delaware  Citizens  Advisory  Council, 

7-25-80 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

45595  Seats  and  seat  restraints  in  transport  category 
airplanes,  7-30  and  7-31-80 

45751  Special  Committee  133  on  Airborne  Weather  and 
Ground  Mapping  Pulsed  Radar,  Radio  Technical 
Commission  for  Aeronautics  (RTCA),  7-29  through 
7-31-80 
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CANCELLED  MEETING 

WAGE  AND  PRICE  STABILITY  COUNCIL 
45613  Price  Advisory  Committee,  7-6-80 

REVISED  MEETING 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
45748  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee,  7-10 
through  7-12-80,  revised  agenda 

HEARINGS 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

45598  Interim  and  retroactive  collection  authority  and 
refund  obligations,  7-16-80 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
45731  Certain  motor  vehicles  and  certain  chassis  and 
bodies  therefor,  10-8-80 
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CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


A  cumulative  list  of  the  parts  affected  this  month  can  be  found  in 
the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of  this  Issue. 


3  CFR 

Administrative  Orders: 
Presidential  Determinations: 


No.  80-20  of 

June  10,  1980 . 45567 

Executive  Orders: 

12225 . 45571 

Proclamations: 

4773  . 45565 

4774  . 45569 

7  CFR 

68 . 45868 

908 . 45573 

930 . 45573 

945 . v . 45574 

958 . 45574 

8  CFR 

238 . 45575 

334 . 45575 

10  CFR 

Ch.  I . . . 45595 

12  CFR 

701 . 45576 

Proposed  Rules: 

611 . 45595 

14  CFR 

39  . 45576 

71 . 45577 

159 . 45578 

Proposed  Rules: 
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The  President 


|FR  Duo.  80-20336 
Filed  7-2-80:  4:47  pm| 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 


Proclamation  4773  of  July  2,  1980 

Citizenship  Day  and  Constitution  Week,  1980 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

On  September  17,  1980  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  will  be  193  years 
old.  Yet,  it  is  as  forceful  and  dynamic  today  as  on  that  day  in  1787  when  it  was 
signed  by  our  Forefathers.  Not  only  has  this  hallowed  document  endured,  it 
has  grown  stronger  in  the  nearly  two  centuries  since  its  adoption  and  contin¬ 
ues  to  increase  in  vitality  with  each  succeeding  generation.  Today,  as  ever,  it 
stands  as  a  beacon  for  those  dedicated  to  the  principles  of  government  by  and 
for  the  people. 

By  joint  resolution  of  February  29, 1952  (36U.S.C.  153),  the  Congress  designated 
September  17  as  Citizenship  Day,  in  commemoration  of  the  formation  and 
signing  of  the  Constitution  and  in  recognition  of  all  who  have  attained  the 
status  of  citizenship.  The  resolution  authorized  the  President  to  issue  annually 
a  proclamation  calling  upon  officials  of  the  Government  to  display  the  flag  on 
all  Government  buildings  on  that  day.  By  a  joint  resolution  of  August  2,  1956 
(36  U.S.C.  159),  Congress  authorized  the  President  to  designate  the  period 
beginning  September  17  and  ending  September  23  of  each  year  as  Constitution 
Week  and  to  issue  a  proclamation  calling  for  observance  of  that  week. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  call  upon  appropriate  Government  officials  to  display  the  flag  of  the 
United  States  on  all  Government  buildings  on  Citizenship  Day,  September  17, 
1980.  I  urge  Federal,  State  and  local  officials,  as  well  as  leaders  of  civic, 
educational  and  religious  organizations  to  conduct  meaningful  ceremonies  and 
programs  on  that  day. 

I  also  designate  as  Constitution  Week  the  period  beginning  September  17  and 
ending  September  23,  1980,  and  urge  all  Americans  to  observe  that  week  with 
meaningful  ceremonies  and  activities  in  their  schools,  churches  and  in  other 
suitable  places  in  order  to  foster  a  better  .understanding  of  the  Constitution, 
and  of  the  rights  and  duties  of  United  States  citizens. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  second  day  of  July, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fourth. 
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Presidential  Determination  No.  80-20  of  June  10,  1980 

International  Military  Education  and  Training  for  Yugoslavia 


Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961, 
as  amended  (the  Act): 

I  hereby  find  pursuant  to  section  620(f)  of  the  Act  that  the  furnishing  of 
assistance  to  Yugoslavia  under  chapter  5  of  part  II  of  the  Act  effective 
immediately  is  vital  to  the  security  of  the  United  States,  that  Yugoslavia  is  not 
controlled  by  the  international  Communist  conspiracy,  and  that  such  assist¬ 
ance  will  further  promote  the  independence  of  Yugoslavia  from  international 
communism. 

Pursuant  to  section  614(a)  of  the  Act — 

(a)  I  hereby  determine  that  the  furnishing  of  such  assistance  to  Yugoslavia  is 
important  to  the  security  of  the  United  States;  and 

(b)  I  hereby  authorize  the  furnishing  of  such  assistance  without  regard  to 
section  620(f)  of  the  Act  in  the  amount  of  $36,000  in  fiscal  year  1980  and 
$29,000  in  fiscal  year  1981,  subject  to  the  authorization  and  appropriation  of 
funds.  This  determination  shall  be  reported  to  the  Congress  and  none  of  the 
funds  provided  for  herein  shall  be  furnished  to  Yugoslavia  until  ten  days  have 
elapsed  after  such  report  has  been  made,  and  fifteen  days  have  elapsed  after 
the  notifications  of  reprogramming  have  been  furnished  to  the  Congress  in 
accordance  with  section  634A  of  the  Act  and  the  Joint  Resolution  on  Continu¬ 
ing  Appropriations  (Public  Law  96-123). 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington,  June  10,  1980. 


|FR  Doc.  80-20366 
Filed  7-3-80;  9:56  amj 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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Proclamation  4774  of  July  2,  1980 

National  P.O.W.-M.I.A.  Recognition  Day,  1980 


|FR  Doc.  80-20380 
Filed  7-3-80;  11:41  am] 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

In  each  of  America’s  wars  our  prisoners  of  war  have  been  called  upon  to  make 
uncommon  sacrifices.  Upon  them  has  fallen  the  arduous  responsibility  of 
defending  American  ideals  under  the  absolute  control  of  the  enemy.  Extremely 
difficult  at  best,  this  responsibility  becomes  magnified  almost  beyond  compre¬ 
hension  when  men  and  women  are  treated  inhumanely — in  violation  of  ordi¬ 
nary  human  compassion,  fundamental  moral  standards,  and  basic  internation¬ 
al  obligations. 

The  Congress  has  by  Joint  Resolution  designated  July  18,  1980  as  “National 
P.O.W.-M.I.A.  Recognition  Day.” 

All  Americans  should  recqgnize  the  special  debt  we  owe  our  fellow  citizens 
who,  as  prisoners  during  wartime,  sacrificed  their  freedom  that  we  might 
enjoy  the  blessings  of  peace  and  liberty.  Likewise,  we  must  remember  the 
unresolved  casualties  of  war — our  soldiers  who  are  still  missing.  The  pain  and 
bitterness  of  war  endures  for  their  families,  relatives,  and  friends. 

Our  Nation  will  continue  to  seek  answers  to  the  many  questions  that  remain 
about  their  fate. 

NOW,  THEREFORE.  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  designate  Friday,  July  18, 1980,  as  National  P.O.W.-M.I.A. 
Recognition  Day,  a  day  dedicated  to  all  former  American  prisoners  of  war,  to 
those  still  missing,  and  to  their  families.  I  call  on  all  Americans  to  join  in 
honoring  those  who  made  the  uncommon  sacrifice  of  being  held  captive  in 
war,  and  their  loved  ones. 

And  I  call  on  State  and  local  officials  and  private  organizations  to  observe 
this  day  with  appropriate  ceremonies  and  activities. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  second  day  of  July 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fourth. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  131  /  Monday,  July  7, 1980  /  Presidential  Documents  45571 

Presidential  Documents 


Executive  Order  12225  of  July  3,  1980 

Credit  Control  Revocation 


By  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  by 
Sections  205  and  206  of  the  Credit  Control  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1904,  1905),  and  for 
the  purpose  of  phasing-out  in  an  orderly  fashion  the  credit  controls  authorized 
by  Executive  Order  No.  12201,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

1-101.  Section  1-101  of  Executive  Order  No.  12201  is  amended  effective  July 
28,  1980,  to  read  as  follows:  “The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System  is  authorized  to  exercise  authority  under  the  Credit  Control  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1901  et  seq .)  to  establish  uniform  requirements  for  changes  in  terms  in 
open-end  credit  accounts  for  consumer  credit;  provided  however,  such  author¬ 
ization  is  revoked  as  of  October  31, 1980.”. 

1-102.  The  authorization  granted  by  Section  1-102  of  Executive  Order  No. 
12201  is  revoked  as  of  August  11, 1980. 

1-103.  The  authorizations  granted  by  Sections  1-103  and  1-104  of  Executive 
Order  No.  12201  are  revoked  as  of  July  28, 1980. 

1-104.  Section  1-105  of  Executive  Order  No.  12201  shall  be  amended,  effective 
July  28, 1980,  to  read  as  follows:  “For  purposes  of  this  Order  ‘consumer  credit’ 
and  ‘open-end  credit’  shall  have  such  meaning  as  may  be  reasonably  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  regulations  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.”.  t 

1-105.  Section  1-106  of  Executive  Order  No.  12201  is  revoked. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 

July  3,  1980. 


|FR  Doc.  80-20381 
Filed  7-3-80;  11:42  am| 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  908 

(Valencia  Orange  Reg.  640,  Arndt.  2] 

Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona 
and  Designated  Part  of  California; 
Amendment  of  Size  Regulation 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  suspends 
during  the  period  July  4, 1980,  through 
August  7, 1980,  the  maximum  size 
requirement  of  3.41  inches  in  diameter 
for  fresh  shipments  of  Valencia  oranges 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California.  The  maximum  size 
requirement  remains  in  effect  during  the 
period  August  8, 1980,  through  January 
31, 1981.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
provide  markets  with  ample  supplies  of 
acceptable  sizes  of  fruit  and  to  promote 
orderly  marketing  in  the  interest  of 
producers  and  consumers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch, 
F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  telephone  202-447-5975.  The  final 
impact  statement  relative  to  this  final 
rule  is  available  upon  request  from  the 
above  named  individual. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
action  has  been  reviewed  under  USDA 
procedures  in  Secretary’s  Memorandum 
1955  to  implement  Executive  Order 
12044  and  classified  as  "not  significant." 
This  amendment  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908.  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 


the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Valencia  Orange 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  the  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

Valencia  Orange  Regulation  640 
(§  908.940:  45  FR  23638;  38339),  during 
the  period  April  11, 1980,  through 
January  31, 1981,  limits  shipments  of 
Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
a  designated  part  of  California  to 
oranges  not  smaller  than  2.32  inches  in 
diameter.  It  also  requires  that  such 
oranges  be  not  larger  than  3.41  inches  in 
diameter  during  the  period  July  4, 1980, 
through  January  31, 1981.  The 
amendment  suspends  this  latter 
requirement  during  the  period  July  4, 
1980,  through  August  7, 1980. 

This  amendment  reflects  the 
Department’s  appraisal  of  the  current 
and  prospective  supply  and  market 
demand  conditions  for  Valencia 
oranges.  It  is  designed  to  assure  an 
ample  supply  of  acceptable  sizes  of 
Valencia  oranges  to  consumers 
consistent  with  the  size  composition  of 
the  crop. 

It  is  further  found  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  and 
when  the  action  must  be  taken  to 
warrant  a  60-day  comment  period  as 
recommended  in  E.0. 12044,  and  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553).  The  amendment  relieves 
restrictions  on  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  and  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  by  persons  subject  thereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  by  the 
effective  time. 

Therefore,  Section  908.940(b)  Valencia 
Orange  Regulation  640  (45  FR  23638; 
38339)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(§  908.940  expires  January  31, 1981,  and 
will  not  be  published  in  the  annual  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations.) 

§  908.940  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
640. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(b)  During  the  period  August  8, 1980, 
through  January  31, 1981,  no  handler 
shall  handle  any  Valencia  oranges 


grown  in  Districts  1,  2,  or  3  which  are  of 
a  size  larger  than  3.41  inches  in 
diameter,  which  shall  be  the  largest 
measurement  at  a  right  angle  to  a 
straight  line  running  from  the  stem  to  the 
blossom  end  of  the  fruit:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  5  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
Valencia  oranges  contained  in  any  type 
of  container  may  measure  larger  than 
3.41  inches  in  diameter. 

(c)  *  *  * 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kurytoski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20122  Filed  7-3-80  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  930 

Cherries  Grown  in  Michigan,  New  York, 
Wisconsin,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio, 

Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Maryland; 
Diversion  Fees 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  revises  the 
fees  payable  to  the  Cherry 
Administrative  Board  by  producers  for 
costs  incurred  by  the  Board  in 
supervising  diversion  of  restricted 
percentage  cherries. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch. 
F&V,  AMS,  USDA.  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  telephone,  202-447-5975.  The 
Final  Impact  Statement,  describing  the 
options  considered  in  developing  this 
Final  rule  and  the  impact  of  each  option 
is  available  on  request  from  the  above 
named  individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedure  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044,  and 
has  been  classified  "not  significant.”  A 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  to  revise 
the  diversion  fees  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  38063)  on  June  6. 
1980.  This  notice  allowed  interested 
persons  15  days  to  submit  written 
comments  pertaining  to  the  proposal.  No 
comments  were  received.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  §  930.56(a)(1) 


45574 
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of  marketing  Order  No.  930,  which 
regulates  cherries  grown  in  eight 
designated  states.  The  order  is  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended. 

This  regulation  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Cherry  Administrative 
Board,  and  other  available  information. 

It  is  hereby  found  that  this  action  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

Under  the  marketing  order,  producers 
may  divert  cherries  by  leaving  them 
unharvested  in  lieu  of  placing  them  in  a 
reserve  pool.  Such  diversion  must  be 
carried  out  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Cherry  Administrative  Board  and  the 
cost  of  such  supervision  must  be  paid  by 
the  producer.  The  fees  applicable  to 
such  supervision  have  been  in  effect 
since  1972,  and  this  action  revises  such 
fees  to  reflect  the  Board’s  estimate  of 
current  costs. 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  in  that:  (1)  Producers  need  to 
know  the  fees  for  diversion  prior  to  the 
time  cherries  are  harvested  and  such 
harvesting  is  expected  to  start  early  in 
July;  (2)  the  fees  were  proposed  at  a 
public  meeting  of  the  Cherry 
Administrative  Board  on  May  21, 1980, 
at  which  interested  persons  were  given 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views,  and  by  publication  of  the 
proposed  fees  in  the  June  6, 1980,  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register,  which  provided 
a  15-day  period  for  submission  of 
written  comments;  and  (3)  this 
regulation  should  be  made  effective  at 
the  time  specified  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

Therefore,  that  part  of  §  930.102(a)(1) 
which  precedes  (i)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  930.102  Diversion  fees. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Schedule  of  fees  to  be  assessed 
applicant: 

Fee  and  Total  acres  to  be  diverted 

$50 — 50  acres  or  less 
$75 — 51-100  acres  . 

$100 — 101  acres  or  more 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20123  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

Btt-UMG  COOE  3410-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  945 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Certain 
Designated  Counties  in  Idaho  and 
Malheur  County,  Oreg.;  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


summary:  This  regulation  authorizes 
expenses  for  the  functioning  of  the 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Potato 
Committee.  It  enables  the  committee  to 
collect  assessments  from  first  handlers 
on  assessable  potatoes  and  to  use  the 
resulting  funds  for  its  expenses. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Porter,  Chief,  Vegetable  Branch, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 

D. C.  20250 (202) 447-2615. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 

Pursuant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  945,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  945),  regulating  the 
handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
designated  counties  in  Idaho  and  in 
Malheur  County,  Oregon,  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  other 
information,  it  is  found  that  the 
expenses  and  rate  of  assessment  which 
follows  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  provide  60  days  for  interested 
persons  to  file  comments,  engage  in 
public  rulemaking  procedure,  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  as  the  order 
requires  that  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
a  particular  period  shall  apply  to  all 
assessable  potatoes  from  the  beginning 
of  such  period.  Handlers  and  other 
interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  on  the  expenses  and  assessment 
rate  at  an  open  public  meeting  of  the 
committee  held  June  5, 1980,  in  Twin 
Falls,  Idaho.  To  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  it  is  necessary  to 
make  these  provisions  effective  as 
specified. 

This  final  action  has  been  reviewed 
Under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044,  and 
has  been  classified  “not  significant.”. 

7  CFR  Part  945  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  §  945.233  as  follows: 


S  945.233  Expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  May  31, 1981,  by  the 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Potato  Committee 
for  its  maintenance  and  functioning  and 
for  such  other  purposes  as  the  Secretary 
determines  to  be  appropriate  will 
amount  to  not  more  than  $56,491.48. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part  shall  be  $0.0026  per  hundredweight, 
or  equivalent  quantity,  of  assessable 
potatoes  handled  by  him  as  the  first 
handler  during  the  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve  to  the  extent 
authorized  in  §  945.44(b). 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20235  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  3410-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  958 

Onions  Grown  in  Certain  Designated 
Counties  in  Idaho  and  Malheur  County, 
Oreg.;  Expenses  and  Rate  of 
Assessment 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  authorizes 
expenses  for  the  functioning  of  the 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Onion 
Committee.  It  enables  the  committee  to 
collect  assessments  from  first  handlers 
on  all  assessable  onions  and  to  use  the 
resulting  funds  for  its  expenses. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  W.  Porter,  Chief,  Vegetable 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
AMS,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-2615; 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  final  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044,  and 
has  been  classified  “not  significant.” 

Pursuant  to  Marketing  Order  No.  958, 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  958),  regulating 
the  handling  of  onions  grown  in  certain 
designated  counties  in  Idaho  and  in 
Malheur  County,  Oregon,  effective 
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under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  other 
information,  it  is  found  that  the 
expenses  and  rate  of  assessment  which 
follows  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  provide  60  days  for  interested 
persons  to  file  comments  or  to  enage  in 
public  rulemaking  procedure,  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  because  this  part 
requires  that  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
a  particular  fiscal  period  shall  apply  to 
all  assessable  onions  from  the  beginning 
of  such  periocT.  Handlers  and  other 
interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  on  the  expenses  and  assessment 
rate  at  an  open  public  meeting  of  the 
committee  held  June  19, 1980,  in  Ontario, 
Oregon.  To  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  it  is  necessary  to 
make  these  provisions  effective  as 
specified. 

7  CFR  Part  958  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  §  958.224  as  follows: 

§  958.224  Expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  June  30, 1981,  by  the 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Onion  Committee 
for  its  maintenance  and  functioning  and 
for  such  other  purposes  as  the  Secretary 
determines  to  be  appropriate  will 
amount  to  not  more  than  $387,500. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part  shall  be  $0.0725  per  hundredweight 
or  equivalent  quantity,  of  assessable 
onions  handled  by  him  as  the  first 
handler  during  the  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve  to  the  extent 
authorized  in  §  958.44. 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20236  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3410-C2-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

8  CFR  Part  238 

Contracts  With  Transportation  Lines; 
Addition  of  Western  Airlines,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  is  an  amendment  to  the 
regulations  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  to  add  a  carrier 
to  the  list  of  transportation  lines  which 
have  entered  into  agreement  with  the 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  to  guarantee  the 
preinspection  of  their  passengers  and 
crews  at  places  outside  the  United 
States.  This  amendment  is  necessary 
because  transportation  lines  which  have 
signed  such  agreements  are  published  in 
the  Service’s  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  16, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Stanley  J.  Kieszkiel,  Acting  Instructions 
Officer,  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service.  425  Eye  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20536  Telephone:  (202) 
633-3048 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  8  CFR  238.4  is  published 
pursuant  to  section  552  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-502  (88  Stat. 

1561)  and  the  authority  contained  in 
section  103  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act-(8  U.S.C.  1103),  28  CFR 
0.105(b),  and  8  CFR  2.1.  Compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  553  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  as  to  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  delayed 
effective  date  is  unnecessary  because 
the  amendment  contained  in  this  order 
adds  a  transportation  line  to  the  listing 
and  is  editorial  in  nature. 

The  Commissioner  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  the  following  named 
carrier  on  the  date  indicated  to 
guarantee  the  preinspection  of  its 
passengers  and  crew  at  a  place  outside 
the  United  States  under  section  238(b)  of 
the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act  and 
8  CFR  Part  238: 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.  Effective  date: 
June  16, 1980. 

Accordingly,  Chapter  I  of  Title  8  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 


PART  238— CONTRACTS  WITH 
TRANSPORTATION  LINES 

§  238.4  [Amended] 

In  §  238.4  Preinspection  outside  the 
United  States,  the  listing  of 
transportation  lines  preinspected  at 
Nassau  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  “Western  Air 
Lines,  Inc.". 

“(Secs.  103.  238(b);  (8  U.S.C.  1103, 1228(b))) 
Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

David  Crosland, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20244  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4410-01-M 


8  CFR  Part  334 

Petition  for  Naturalization  Filing  of 
Petition  and  Signature  in  Any 
Language 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  8  CFR 
334.13  exempts  a  petitioner  for 
naturalization  from  the  requirement  of 
signing  in  English  if  he/she  is  over  fifty 
years  of  age  and  has  lived  in  the  United 
States  for  at  least  a  total  of  twenty  years 
after  lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  general  information:  Stanley  J. 
Kieszkiel,  Acting  Instructions  Officer, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  425  Eye  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20536  Telephone: 
(202)  633-3048 

For  specific  information:  Keith  C. 
Williams,  Acting  Commissioner  of 
Naturalization,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  425  Eye  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20536 
Telephone:  (202)  633-3320. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pub.  L. 
95-579,  92  Stat.  2474,  8  U.S.C.  1423  (1978) 
amended  section  312  of  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  to  exempt  a 
petitioner  for  naturalization  from  the 
English  language  requirement  if  he/she 
is  over  fifty  years  of  age  and  has  been 
living  in  the  United  States  for  periods 
totaling  at  least  twenty  years 
subsequent  to  a  lawful  admission  for 
permanent  residence.  At  present,  8  CFR 
334.13  provides  that  a  petitioner  for 
naturalization  is  required  to  sign  the 
petition  in  English  unless,  on  December 
24, 1952,  he/she  was  over  fifty  years  of 
age  and  had  lived  in  the  United  States 
for  at  least  twenty  years.  This  final  rule 
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amends  8  CFR  334.13  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L.  95-579,  92  Stat. 

2474,  8  U.S.C.  1423  (1978). 

Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  as  to  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  delayed  effective  date  is 
unnecessary  because  this  rule  amends 
the  regulations  to  conform  to  law  and 
confers  a  benefit  upon  the  public. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
amendment  is  made  in  Chapter  I  of  Title 
8  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations: 

PART  334— PETITION  FOR 
NATURALIZATION 

The  third  sentence  of  8  CFR  334.13  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§334.13  I  Amended] 

*  *  *  The  petition  shall  be  signed  by 
the  petitioner  in  the  English  language,  if 
physically  able  to  write,  unless  the 
petitioner  on  the  date  of  the  filing  of  the 
petition  for  naturalization  as  provided  in 
Section  334  of  this  Act,  is  over  fifty 
years  of  age  and  has  been  living  in  the 
United  States  for  periods  totaling  at 
least  twenty  years  subsequent  to  a 
lawful  admission  for  permanent 
residence,  in  which  case  the  petitioner 
may  sign  his  name  in  any 
language.  *  *  * 

(Sec.  103,  312;  8  U.S.C.  1103, 1423, 1445) 

Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

David  Crosland, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and 
Naturalization , 

|FR  Doc.  80-20243  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

12  CFR  Part  701 

Organization  and  Operations  of 
Federal  Credit  Unions;  Share  Accounts 
and  Share  Certificate  Accounts 

agency:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  action  is 
to  clarify  a  final  rule  that  became 
effective  on  June  2, 1980.  This  action 
makes  clear  that  the  dividends  paid  or 
share  certificate  accounts  (money 
market  certificates)  of  $10,000  or  more 
and  26  weeks  maturity,  if  based  upon 
the  discount  rate  (auction  average  on  a 
discount  basis)  for  26  weeks  United 
States  Treasury  bills,  may  not  be 
compounded.  However,  if  the  dividend 
rate  paid  on  share  certificates  of  the 
same  amount  and  maturity  are  based 
upon  the  average  2Vfe  year  yield  for 


United  States  Treasury  securities,  such 
dividends  may  be  compounded. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  National  Credit  Union 
Administration,  1776  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20456. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  Leonard  Skiles,  Deputy  General 
Counsel  or  Todd  A.  Okun,  Senior 
Attorney,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
both  at  the  above  address.  Telephone: 
(202)  357-1030. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Effective 
on  June  2, 1980  (45  FR  39241,  June  10, 
1980),  the  National  Credit  Union 
Administration  published  a  final  rule 
regarding  both  share  certificate  and 
money  market  certificates  that  adjusted 
dividend  rate  ceilings  to  give  members  a 
market  rate  of  return  on  their  certificate 
accounts.  It  was  correctly  stated  in  the 
preamble  to  that  rule  that  compounding 
of  dividends  on  certificates  of  $10,000  or 
more  and  26  weeks  maturity  was 
permitted  if  the  dividend  rate  were 
based  on  the  yield  on  2*/2  year  United 
States  Treasury  securities,  but  that 
compounding  of  dividends  based  upon 
the  discount  rate  was  not  permitted. 

This  rule  as  written,  however,  at  section 
701.35(g)(5)  inadvertently  misstated  this 
intent  to  indicate  that  on  all  certificates 
of  $10,000  or  more  and  36  weeks  no 
compounding  was  permitted.  This 
correction  assures  that  the  rule  reflects 
the  correct  intent. 

Rosemary  Brady, 

Secretary,  NCUA  Board. 

June  27, 1980. 

(Sec.  120,  73  Stat.  635  (12  U.S.C.  1766)  and 
Sec.  209,  84  Stat.  1104  (12  U.S.C.  1789)) 

PART  701— ORGANIZATION  AND 
OPERATIONS  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT 
UNIONS 

Section  701.35(g)(5)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§701.35  [Amended] 

(8)  *  *  * 

(5)  In  the  case  of  a  share  certificate 
account  of  $10,000  or  more  having  a 
fixed  term  or  qualifying  period  of  26 
weeks,  the  maximum  dividend  rate, 
which  may  be  rounded  off  only  by 
rounding  down,  shall  be  the  greater  of 
the  rate  authorized  in  paragraph  (2)  of 
this  subsection  or  one  quarter  of  one 
percent  above  the  discount  rate  (auction 
average  on  a  discount  basis)  for  26 
weeks  United  States  Treasury  bills 
issued  on  or  immediately  prior  to  the 
date  of  purchase  of  the  share  certificate. 
If  such  dividend  rate  is  based  upon  the 


discount  rate,  no  compounding  of 
dividends  is  permitted. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20125  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7535-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  20497;  Arndt.  39-3839) 

Partenavia  Costruzioni  Aeronautiche 
S.p.A.  Model  P.68  and  P.68B  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  inspection  and  replacement  as 
necessary  of  the  rudder  pedal 
interconnecting  bell  crank  brackets  and 
inspection  and  repair  as  necessary  of 
the  rear  face  of  a  fuselage  frame  in  the 
area  of  the  brackets  of  certain 
Partenavia  Costruzioni  Aeronautiche 
S.p.A.  Model  P.68  and  P.68B  airplanes. 
The  AD  is  necessary  to  detect  cracks 
and  loose  rivets  in  the  frame  and 
brackets,  which  could  result  in  improper 
cable  tension  in  the  rudder  control 
system  and  consequent  loss  of  control  of 
the  airplane. 

DATES:  Effective  July  21, 1980. 
Compliance  required  as  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from 
Partenavia  Costruzioni  Aeronautiche 
S.p.A.,  Via  Cava,  Casoria-Naples,  Italy. 

A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  the  Rules  Docket,  Room 
916,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

D.  C.  Jacobsen,  Aircraft  Certification 
Staff,  AEU-100,  Europe,  Africa,  and 
Middle  East  Office,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  c/o  American  Embassy, 
Brussels,  Belgium,  telephone  513.38.30, 
or  C.  Christie,  Chief,  Technical 
Standards  Branch,  AWS-110,  FAA,  800 
Independence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591,  telephone  (202)  426-8374. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Cracks 
have  been  found  in  the  rudder  pedal 
interconnecting  bell  crank  brackets,  P/N 
2.3097-1  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
brackets)  on  certain  Partenavia  Model 
P.68  and  P.68B  airplanes.  Cracks  in  the 
brackets  and  the  cracks  and  loose  rivets 
which  may  develop  on  frame  number  3 
where  the  brackets  are  attached  could 
result  in  improper  cable  tension  in  the 
rudder  control  system,  leading  to 
possible  loss  of  airplane  control. 
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Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist 
or  develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the 
same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  which  requires 
an  inspection  of  the  rear  face  of  the 
aircraft  frame  number  3  in  the  area 
where  the  brackets  attach  to  the  frame 
for  cracks  and  loose  rivets,  and  repair  as 
necessary,  and  also  an  inspection  of  the 
brackets  for  cracks,  and  replacement  of 
cracked  brackets  on  certain  Partenavia 
Model  P.68  and  P.68B  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedures  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive  Partenavia 
Costruzioni  Aeronautiche  S.p.A. — 
Applies  to  Partenavia  Model  P.68  and 
P.68B  airplanes  serial  numbers  1  through 
165,  except  serial  number  40,  certificated 
in  all  categories,  which  have  rudder 
cable  pulley  brackets  P/N  2.3097-1 
installed. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated, 
unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  loss  of  proper  rudder 
cable  tension  and  rudder  control  system 
failure,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  airplanes  which  have  more 
than  500  hours  time  in  service  on  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  within  the  next 
50  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  accomplish 
paragraph  (c)  or  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
AD. 

(b)  For  airplanes  which  have  less  than 
500  hours  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  before  accumulating  a 
total  of  500  hours  time  in  service,  or 
within  the  next  50  hours  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
whichever  occurs  later,  accomplish 
paragraph  (c)  or  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
AD. 

(c)  Inspect  the  rudder  pedal 
interconnecting  bell  crank  bracket  for 
cracks  with  special  attention  to  the 
lower  bracket  and  the  rear  face  of 
aircraft  frame  number  3  for  cracks  and 
loose  rivets  in  the  area  of  the  rudder 
cable  pulley  bracket  attachment  in 
accordance  with  PART  II  “Instructions" 
of  Partenavia  Service  Bulletin  40,  dated 
September  9, 1978.  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent.  If  no  cracks  are  found, 
repeat  the  inspection  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  50  houbs  time  in  service  since  the 


last  inspection  until  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
AD  is  accomplished. 

(d)  If  as  a  result  of  an  inspection 
required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  this  AD, 
cracks  or  loose  rivets  are  found,  before 
further  flight,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (g)  of  this  AD, 

(1)  Repair  cracks  in  frame  number  3 
by  stop  drilling: 

(2)  Remove  any  loose  rivets  and 
replace  with  new  rivets:  and 

(3)  Replace  any  cracked  brackets,  P/N 
2.3097-1,  by  compliance  with  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  AD. 

Upon  compliance  with  subparagraphs 
(1),  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  paragraph,  the 
repetitive  inspections  required  by 
paragraph  (c)  are  no  longer  required. 

(e)  Replace  the  rudder  pedal 
interconnecting  bell  crank  bracket,  P/N  . 
2.3097-1,  with  a  new  bracket,  P/N 
2.3111-1,  in  accordance  with  PART  III 
“Instructions”  of  Partenavia  Service 
Bulletin  No.  40,  dated  September  9, 1978, 
or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(f)  Equivalent  means  of  compliance 
specified  in  this  AD  must  be  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Certification  Staff, 
Europe,  Africa  and  Middle  East  Office, 
c/o  American  Embassy,  Brussels, 
Belgium. 

(g)  Aircraft  may  be  flown  in 
accordance  with  FAR  §§  21.197  and 
21.199  to  a  location  where  the  repairs 
and  replacement  can  be  performed. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  21, 1980. 

(Secs.*313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423):  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655  (c));  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  significant  under  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  23, 

1980. 

M.  C.  Beard, 

Director  of  Airworthiness. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20134  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-SO-31] 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
I  Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of  Vero 
Beach,  Fla.,  Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


summary:  This  rule  alters  the  Vero 
Beach,  Florida,  transition  area.  The 
name  of  the  St.  Lucie  County  Airport  has 
been  changed  to  St.  Lucie  County 
International  Airport.  The  action  of  the 
Fort  Pierce  Port  and  Airport  Authority 
Board  of  Commissioners  officially 
changing  the  airport  name  requires  this 
to  be  reflected  in  the  transition  area 
description. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  0901  GMT,  October  30, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  F.  Stokoe,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30320;  telephone:  404-763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 
meeting  held  July  10, 1979,  the  Fort 
Pierce  Port  and  Airport  Authority  Board 
of  Commissioners  officially  changed  the 
name  of  the  St.  Lucie  County  Airport  to 
St.  Lucie  County  International  Airport. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Vero  Beach,  Florida, 
transition  area  to  reflect  the  name 
change.  Since  this  alteration  is  editorial 
in  nature,  notice  and  public  procedures 
hereon  are  not  necessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (45 
FR  445)  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  October 
30, 1980,  by  amending  the  following: 

Vero  Beach,  Fla. 

“.  .  .  St.  Lucie  County  Airport .  .  is 
deleted  and  “.  .  .  St.  Lucie  County 
International  Airport .  .  .”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 
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Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  June  26. 
1980. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region 

|FR  Doc  80-20135  Piled  7-3-80;  8:45  ami 

BILUNG  COOC  4810-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  159 

[Docket  No.  20200;  Arndt  159>18] 

Solicitation  and  Leafletting 
Procedures  at  National  and  Dulles 
International  Airports 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-15968  appearing  at  page 
35314  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  May  27, 
1980,  on  page  35320  in  the  second 
column  in  the  fourth  line  in  §  159.93(a)(3) 
“paragraph  (c)(2)(e)(i)”  should  read 
"paragraph  (c)(2)(v)(A)’’. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  3 

Rules  of  Practice  for  Adjudicative 
Procedures 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  96-252,  is  revising  rule  3.40(a)  of 
its  rules  of  practice  to  insert  a  reference 
to  new  section  20  of  the  FTC  Act.  This 
change  supplements  rules  changes 
published  on  May  29, 1980,  45  Fed.  Reg. 
3633a 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  change  is 
effective  July  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Barry  R.  Rubin,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20580  (202)  523-3520. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  hereby  revises  rule  3.40(a) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.40  Admissibility  of  evidence  in 
advertising  substantiation  cases. 

(a)  If  a  person,  partnership,  or 
corporation  is  required  through 
compulsory  process  under  Section  6,  9 
or  20  of  the  Act  issued  after  October  26, 
1977  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
substantiation  in  support  of  an  express 
or  an  implied  representation  contained 
in  an  advertisement,  such  person, 
partnership  or  corporation  shall  not 
thereafter  be  allowed,  in  any 
adjudicative  proceeding  in  which  it  is 
alleged  that  the  person,  partnership,  or 
corporation  lacked  a  reasonable  basis 


for  the  representation,  and  for  any 
purpose  relating  to  the  defense  of  such 
allegation,  to  introduce  into  the  record, 
whether  directly  or  indirectly  through 
references  contained  in  documents  or 
oral  testimony,  any  material  of  any  type 
whatsoever  that  was  required  to  be  but 
was  not  timely  submitted  in  response  to 
said  compulsory  process.  Provided, 
however,  that  a  person,  partnership,  or 
corporation  is  not,  within  the  meaning  of 
this  section,  required  through 
compulsory  process  to  submit 
substantiation  with  respect  to  those 
portions  of  said  compulsory  process  to 
which  such  person,  partnership,  or 
corporation  has  raised  good  faith  legal 
objections  in  a  timely  motion  pursunt  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  until  the  Commission  denies 
such  motion;  or  if  the  person, 
partnership,  or  corporation  thereafter 
continues  to  refuse  to  comply,  until  such 
process  has  been  judically  enforced. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(Sec.  6(g),  38  Stat.  721, 15  U.S.C.  46:  80  Stat. 
383,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C.  552) 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20234  Filed  7-9-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8750-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
19  CFR  Part  101 
[T.D.  80-180] 

Clarification  of  Port  Limits  of  Denver, 
Colo.,  Port  of  Entry 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Unlike  for  many  ports  of 
entry,  there  is  no  reference  in  the 
Customs  Regulations  to  an  official 
description  of  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  existing  Customs  port 
of  entry  of  Denver,  Colorado.  Customs 
has  been  requested  by  the  State  of 
Colorado  to  publish  the  boundaries  of 
the  port  as  they  are  generally 
recognized.  This  document  amends  the 
Customs  Regulations  to  clarify  that  the 
port  limits  include  all  the  territory 
within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  City  of 
Denver,  Colorado,  and  part  of  Adams 
County,  Colorado,  lying  immediately 
north  of  the  corporate  limits  of  Denver. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  C.  Coleman,  Office  of 
Inspection,  U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301 


Constitution  Avenue,  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20229  (202-566-5354). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  President’s  Message  to  Congress 
of  March  3, 1913  (note  following  19 
U.S.C.  1),  which  transmitted  a  pian  of 
reorganization  of  the  Customs  Service, 
provided  that  in  place  of  all  existing 
Customs-collection  districts  and  ports, 
there  would  be  49  specified  Customs- 
collection  districts  and  ports.  The 
district  of  Colorado,  to  include  all  of  the 
State  of  Colorado,  with  district 
headquarters  at  Denver,  in  which 
Denver  is  the  port  of  entry,  is  shown  as 
the  47th  Customs-collection  district. 
However,  no  geographical  description  of 
the  port  is  included  in  the  document. 
Furthermore,  Customs  is  unable  to  find 
any  other  reference  to  an  official 
description  of  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  port. 

The  State  of  Colorado  is  considering 
establishing  a  foreign-trade  zone  within 
the  State.  The  zone  is  required  by 
section  2,  Foreign  Trade  Zones  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81b),  to  be 
located  in  or  adjacent  to  a  Customs  port 
of  entry.  In  order  that  the  State  of 
Colorado  may  comply  with  the  statute,  it 
has  requested  Customs  to  make  an 
official  determination  of  the  actual 
boundaries  of  the  Denver,  Colorado, 
port  of  entry  (Region  VI). 

Customs  determined  that  the  port 
boundaries  should  be  those  generally 
recognized  by  Customs  personnel  in 
Denver  and  at  the  Regional 
Headquarters  in  Houston,  Texas.  A 
notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  19, 1979  (44  FR 
54311)  proposing  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  Denver  port  of  entry 
to  include: 

The  territory  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  city  of  Denver,  Colorado,  and  that  part  of 
Adams  County,  Colorado,  lying  immediately 
north  of  the  corporate  limits  of  Denver, 
bounded  on  the  west  by  Pecos  Street,  on  the 
north  by  64th  Avenue,  and  on  the  east  by 
Quebec  Street. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
November  19, 1979,  to  submit  comments 
concerning  the  proposal.  No  comments 
were  received  in  response  to  the  notice. 

Inapplicability  of  Delayed  Effective  Date 
Provision 

This  amendment  clarifies  that  the 
geographical  boundaries  of  the  existing 
Customs  port  of  entry  of  Denver, 
Colorado,  are  those  generally 
recognized  by  Customs  personnel.  The 
amendment  is  merely  technical  and  is  a 
matter  in  which  the  public  is  not 
particularly  interested.  Accordingly, 
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pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(3),  a  delayed 
effective  date  is  not  required. 

Change  in  the  Customs  Field 
Organization 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
August  1, 1914,  38  Stat.  623,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  2),  and  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Executive 
Order  No.  10289,  September  17, 1951  (3 
CFR,  1949-1953  Comp.,  Ch.  II),  and 
pursuant  to  authority  provided  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  No.  101-5 
(44  FR  31057),  the  geographical 
boundaries  of  the  Denver,  Colorado, 
port  of  entry  include: 

The  territory  within  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  City  of  Denver,  Colorado,  and  that  part  of 
Adams  County,  Colorado,  lying  immediately 
north  of  the  corporate  limits  of  Denver, 
bounded  on  the  west  by  Pecos  Street,  on  the 
north  by  64th  Avenue,  and  on  the  east  by 
Quebec  Street. 

Amendment  to  the  Regulations 

To  reflect  this  action,  the  list  of 
Customs  regions,  districts  and  ports  of 
entry  in  §  101.3(b),  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  101.3(b)),  is  amended  by  adding 
“(T.D.  80-180)’’  following  “Denver, 

Colo.”  in  the  column  headed  “Ports  of 
entry”  in  the  El  Paso,  Texas,  Customs 
district  (Region  VI). 

Regulation  Determined  to  be 
Nonsignificant 

In  a  directive  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  8, 1978  (43  FR 
52120),  implementing  Executive  Order 
12044,  “Improving  Government 
Regulations”,  the  Treasury  Department 
stated  that  it  considers  each  regulation 
or  amendment  to  an  existing  regulation 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  to  be  "significant”. 

However,  regulations  of  this  nature, 
which  are  nonsubstantive,  are 
essentially  procedural,  do  not  materially 
change  existing  or  establish  new  policy, 
and  do  not  impose  substantial 
additional  requirements  or  costs  on,  or 
substantially  alter  the  legal  rights  or  ' 
obligations  of,  those  affected,  may,  with 
Secretarial  approval,  be  determined  not 
to  be  significant.  Accordingly,  it  has 
been  determined  that  this  amendment 
does  not  meet  the  Treasury  Department 
criteria  in  the  directive  for  “significant” 
regulations. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Lawrence  P.  Dunham,  Regulations 
and  Research  Division,  Office  of 
Regulations*  and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs 
Service.  However,  personnel  from  other 


Customs  offices  participated  in  its 
development. 

Dated:  June  25, 1980. 

Richard ).  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20191  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


19  CFR  Part  148  - 

[T.D.  80-1791 

Personal  Declarations  and 
Exemptions;  Metric  Conversion  of 
Quantities  of  Merchandise  Which  May 
Be  Included  in  an  Individual’s  Personal 
Exemption 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
Customs  Regulations  to  reflect 
conversion  to  the  metric  system  of 
measurement  of  quantities  of 
merchandise  which  may  be  included  in 
the  personal  exemption  from  the 
payment  of  Customs  duties  and  internal 
revenue  taxes  accorded  individuals 
entering  the  United  States.  These 
changes  are  required  in  part  by  Pub.  L. 
95-410,  the  “Customs  Procedural  Reform 
and  Simplification  Act  of  1978,”  which, 
among  other  things,  amended  various 
item  numbers  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  to  accomplish  the 
conversion  to  the  metric  system.  To 
ensure  uniformity,  certain  other  changes 
are  made  to  reflect  metric  conversions 
not  required  specifically  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
410.  The  amendments  are  not 
considered  to  be  significant. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  6, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Benjamin  H.  Mahoney,  Entry  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Division,  Office  of 
Regulations  and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  1301  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20229,  (202-566-5778). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  202  of  Pub.  L.  95-410,  the 
“Customs  Procedural  Reform  and 
Simplification  Act  of  1978,”  in  part 
amended  Schedule  8,  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  (19  U.S.C.  1202)  (the 
“TSUS”),  to  convert  to  the  metric  system 
of  measurement  the  volume  and  weight 
of  alcoholic  beverages  and  tobacco 
products  to  which  an  exemption  from 
Customs  duties  and  internal  revenue 
taxes  is  accorded  individuals  entering 
the  United  States.  As  of  January  1, 1980, 
the  regulations  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  and  Firearms  (27  CFR  Part  5) 


require  containers  of  distilled  spirits  to 
be  in  metric  sizes. 

Treasury  Decision  78-394,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  October  25, 
1978  (43  FR  49784),  amended  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  Chapter  I) 
to  implement  provisions  of  section  202 
of  Pub.  L.  95M10  w  hich  are  nonmetric  in 
nature  or  which  are  not  considered  as 
metric  changes.  Additional  amendments 
are  needed  to  reflect  the  provisions  of 
section  202  which  are  metric. 

Statutory  Changes 

The  following  changes  in  Schedule  8. 
TSUS.  made  by  section  202  of  Pub.  L. 
95-410,  require  amendments  to  the 
Customs  Regulations: 

(1)  Item  812.20  w'as  amended  by 
substituting  "2  kilograms”  for  "3 
pounds”  and  by  substituting  “1  liter"  for 
“1  quart”. 

(2)  Item  813.30  was  amended  by 
substituting  “1  liter”  for  "1  quart”. 

(3)  Item  813.31  was  amended  by 
substituting^  liters"  for  “1  wine  gallon” 
and  by  substituting  “1  liter”  for  “1 
quart”.  _ 

(4)  Item  814.00  was  amended  by 
substituting  “2  kilograms”  for  “3 
pounds”  and  by  substituting  “1  liter”  for 
“1  quart”. 

(5)  Item  860.10  was  amended  by 
substituting  “300  milliliters"  for  “8 
ounces”,  by  substituting  “150  milliliters” 
for  "4  ounces”,  and  by  substituting  “100 
milliliters"  for  "2  ounces”. 

(6)  Item  860.20  was  amended  by 
substituting  “3.5  grams"  for  “Vs  ounce" 
each  place  that  it  appears. 

Required  Amendments 

To  implement  the  statutory  changes, 
the  following  sections  of  Part  148, 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  Part  148), 
are  being  amended: 

1.  Section  148.33(d)(3),  relating  to  the 
amount  of  alcoholic  beverages  which 
may  be  included  in  the  personal 
exemption  of  a  returning  resident; 

2.  Section  148.43(a),  relating  to  the 
amount  of  tobacco  products  and 
alcoholic  beverages  which  may  be 
brought  in  by  an  adult  nonresident  if  for 
personal,  rather  than  commercial  use, 
and  not  to  be  given  to  another  person: 
and 

3.  Section  148.63(a)(4),  relating  to  the 
amount  of  tobacco  products  and 
alcoholic  beverages  which  may  be  in  the 
possession  of,  and  exclusively  used,  by 
vessel,  vehicle,  or  aircraft  crewmembers 
while  on  temporary  leave  from  their 
vessel,  vehicle,  or  aircraft. 

Additional  Amendments 

Additionally,  although  not  specifically 
identified  in  section  202  of  Pub.  L.  95- 
410,  metric  conversions  in  the  same  ratio 
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as  those  set  forth  in  section  202  are 
being  made  to  the  following  sections  of 
Part  148: 

1.  Sections  148.51(b)(2)  (iii)  and  (iv), 
relating  to  the  limits  on  the  amount  of 
alcoholic  beverages  and  alcoholic 
perfumery  a  resident  or  nonresident 
arriving  in  the  United  States  may  bring 
in  exempt  from  duty  and  internal 
revenue  tax  under  section  321(a)(2)(B), 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1321(a)(2)(B)). 

2.  Sections  148.64(b)(2)  (iii)  and  (iv), 
relating  to  the  limit  on  the  amount  of 
alcoholic  beverages  and  alcoholic 
perfumery  a  crewmember  arriving  in  the 
United  States  may  bring  in  exempt  from 
duty  and  internal  revenue  tax  under  19 
U.S.C.  1321(a)(2)(B). 

3.  The  introductory  paragraph  of 

§  148.74(c),  and  §  148.74(c)(2),  relating  to 
the  limit  on  the  amount  of  alcoholic 
.beverages  which  may  be  accorded  free 
entry  if  brought  into  the  United  States 
by  military  and  civilian  employees  of 
the  United  States  and  evacuees. 

Inapplicability  of  Public  Notice 
Requirements 

These  are  minor  amendments  which 
merely  implement  statutory 
requirements  and  minor  technical 
conforming  amendments.  They  are  of 
particular  interest  to  only  a  limited 
segment  of  the  general  public.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(B),  notice 
and  public  participation  are  considered 
to  be  unnecessary. 

Inapplicability  of  Executive  Order  12044 

This  document  is  not  subject  to  the 
Treasury  Department  directive  of 
November  8, 1978  (43  FR  52120), 
implementing  Executive  Order  12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations,” 
because  the  amendments  were  in 
process  before  May  22, 1978,  the 
effective  date  of  the  directive. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Charles  D.  Ressin,  Regulations  and 
Research  Division,  Office  of  Regulations 
and  Rulings,  U.S.  Customs  Service. 
However,  personnel  from  other  Customs 
offices  participated  in  its  development. 

Amendments  to  the  Regulations 

Part  148,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
Part  148),  is  amended  in  the  following 
manner: 

PART  148— PERSONAL 
DECLARATIONS  AND  EXEMPTIONS 

§  148.33  [Amended] 

1.  Section  148.33(d)(3)  is  amended  by 
substituting  "1  liter”  for  "1  quart"  in  the 
first  and  second  sentences,  and  "4 


liters"  for  "1  wine  gallon”  in  the  second 
sentence. 

§148.43  [Amended] 

2.  Section  148.43(a)  is  amended  by 
substituting  ”2  kilograms”  for  “3 
pounds”  in  the  first  sentence,  and  "1 
liter”  for  ‘Tquart"  in  the  first  and  third 
sentences. 

§  148.51  [Amended] 

3.  Sections  148.51(b)(2)  (iii)  and  (iv) 
are  amended  by  substituting  "150 
milliliters”  for  “4  ounces”. 

§  148.63  [Amended] 

4.  Section  148.63(a)(4)  is  amended  by 
substituting  “2  kilograms"  for  “3 
pounds”  and  "1  liter”  for  “1  quart”. 

§  148.64  [Amended] 

5.  Sections  148.64(b)(2)  (iii)  and  (iv)  ' 
are  amended  by  substituting  "150 
milliliters"  for  “4  ounces”. 

§148.74  [Amended] 

6.  The  introductory  paragraph  of 

§  148.74(c)  is  amended  by  substituting  "4 
liters”  for  “1  wine  gallon". 

§148.74  [Amended] 

7.  Section  148.74(c)(2)  is  amended  by 
substituting  “1  liter”  for  “1  quart". 

(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759, 
sec.  7,  52  Stat.  1081,  item  817.00,  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  92  Stat.  886 
(19  U.S.C.  66, 1202, 1321, 1624,  sec.  202.  Pub.  L. 
95-410)) 

R.  E.  Chasen, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  8, 1980. 

Richard  J.  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20192  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
32  CFR  Part  208 
[DoD  Instruction  4650.4]' 

Federal  Radionavigation  Plan 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  Part  authorizes  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  the 
Department  of  Transportation  to  publish 
jointly  a  Federal  Radionavigation  Plan 
which  assigns  responsibilities,  system 


1  Copies  may  be  obtained,  if  needed,  from  the  U.S. 
Naval  Publications  and  Forms  Center.  5801  Tabor 
Avenue.  Philadelphia.  PA  19120.  Attention;  Code 
301. 


characteristics,  requirements  and 
research,  engineering  and  development, 
and  guidance  for  radionavigation 
systems  and  services.  The  Plan  will 
reflect  the  latest  executive  and 
legislative  budget  decisions  and  the 
information  contained  in  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  Master  Navigation  Plan. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  18, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 

Col.  S.  Gilbert,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Communications, 
Command,  Control  and  Intelligence), 

The  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20301. 
Telephone:  202-695-7181. 

Accordingly,  Chapter  I  of  32  CFR  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  Part  208, 
reading  as  follows: 

PART  208— FEDERAL 
RADIONAVIGATION  PLAN 

Sec. 

208.1  Purpose. 

208.2  Applicability. 

208.3  Policy. 

208.4  Responsibilities. 

Authority:  10  U.S.C.  133. 

§  208.1  Purpose. 

Under  Part  350  and  DoD/DoT 
Interagency  Agreement,  "Coordination 
of  Radionavigation  Planning,"  April  17, 
1979,  this  Part  authorizes  publication  of 
DoD  4650.4-P,  the  "Federal 
Radionavigation  Plan,”  as  a  DoD 
issuance  on  responsibilities,  system 
characteristics,  requirements  and 
research,  engineering  and  development, 
and  other  guidance  for  radionavigation 
systems  and  services. 

§208.2  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  Part  apply  to 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Military  Departments,  the  Unified 
and  Specified  Commands,  and  the 
Defense  Agencies,  hereafter  referred  to 
as  "DoD  Components.” 

§208.3  Policy. 

The  Federal  Radionavigation  Plan 
(FRP)  shall  describe  the  federal 
interagency  approach  to  the  planning, 
implementation,  and  operation  of 
common-user  radionavigation  systems. 
The  FRP  will  be  updated  annually  by  the 
Positioning/Navigation  (POS/NAV) 
Executive  Committee  in  conjunction 
with  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Navigation  Council.  The  FRP  reflects  the 
latest  available  executive  and 
legislative  budget  decisions  and  the 
information  contained  in  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  Master  Navigation  Plan. 

§208.4  Responsibilities. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
(Communications,  Command,  Control 
and  Intelligence),  after  appropriate 
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coordination  with  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Policy  Review, 
other  interested  DoD  Components,  and 
federal  agencies  shall  issue  DoD  Plan 
4650.4-P,  in  accordance  with  DoD 
Directive  5025.1,'  “Department  of 
Defense  Directives  System,"  November 
18. 1977. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

June  30, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20139  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 

AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

IFRL  1521-4] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans,  South  Carolina: 
Variance  for  Particulate  Emissions 
From  Bowater  Carolina  Corp.  and 
Amendment  to  Regulation  61-62 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  On  December  14, 1979,  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  submitted  to 
EPA,  as  proposed  implementation  plan 
revisions,  a  variance  and  a  regulation 
change  that  had  been  proposed  by  the 
Department  of  Health  and 
Environmental  Control.  On  February  13, 
1980,  EPA  proposed  to  approved  the 
submitted  variance  which  will  allow 
Bowater  Carolina  Corporation 
temporary  relief  by  granting  a  higher 
particulate  mass  emission  and  opacity 
limits  than  presently  permitted  under 
South  Carolina  air  pollution  control 
regulations.  In  addition,  a  revision  to 
Regulation  61-62.1,  Section  II,  Paragraph 
B,  entitled  “Operating  Permit,”  was  also 
proposed  for  approval.  The  revision  to 
this  regulation  will  provide  express  legal 
authority  for  this  and  future  variance 
requests.  The  State  of  South  Carolina 
submitted  on  April  24, 1980,  the  adopted 
variance  and  regulation  as  plan 
revisions.  EPA  is  today  approving  both 
the  variance  and  the  regulation  change 
as  plan  revisions. 

DATE:  This  action  is  effective  July  7, 

1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  materials 
submitted  by  South  Carolina  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Library  Systems  Branch, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 


Library.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street  NE,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30308. 
Bureau  of  Air  Quality  Control,  South 
Carolina  Department  of  Health  and 
Environmental  Control,  2600  Bull 
Street,  Columbia,  South  Carolina 
29201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ray  Gregory,  EPA,  Region  IV,  Air 
Programs  Branch,  345  Courtland  Street, 
NE.  Atlanta,  Georgia  30308,  404/881- 
3286  or  FTS  257-3286. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 
originally  proposed  this  variance  and 
regulation  change  concurrently  with 
South  Carolina's  proceedings.  EPA 
normally  proposes  action  on  a  State 
Implementation  Plan  revision  after 
formal  State  adoption  and  submittal  to 
EPA.  Because  of  the  significant  savings 
in  oil  that  will  result  from  EPA’s 
approval  of  this  revision,  and  because 
the  revision  applies  only  to  a  single, 
remote  source,  EPA  used  a  different 
procedure  in  this  case.  It  is  estimated 
this  revision  will  result  in  a  savings  of 
80,000  barrels  of  oil.  This  represents  the 
oil  savings  over  a  five  month  period,  the 
additional  time  it  would  take  to  take 
action  on  this  revision  using  normal 
procedures.  EPA  is  approving  these 
changes  now  so  that  they  will  parallel 
as  closely  as  possible  the  State's 
adoption.  The  State  submitted  the 
adopted  variance  and  regulation  as  plan 
revisions  on  April  24, 1980. 

South  Carolina  formerly  lacked  the 
necessary  authority  to  grant  variances 
to  its  regulations,  and  therefore,  has 
provided  through  a  change  in  Regulation 
61-62.1,  Section  II,  the  legal  authority  to 
do  so.  This  amendment  provides  for 
variances  of  limited  duration  to 
accommodate  fuel  switches.  Any 
application  of  this  provision  will  have  to 
be  treated  as  a  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  revision,  and  as  such  any 
application  will  have  to  be  reviewed  by 
EPA. 

Regarding  the  variance  proposed  for 
Bowater,  the  existing  mass  emission 
limit  for  the  York  County  facility’s  two 
combination  process  boilers  is  0.6 
pounds  of  particulate  per  million  BTU’s 
per  hour  of  heat  input;  the  boilers  must 
also  meet  an  opacity  limit  of  40  percent. 
While  this  facility  is  in  compliance  with 
the  existing  regulations,  this  variance  is 
anticipated  to  provide  a  significant 
savings  on  oil  consumption.  The 
company  has  requested  that,  due  to  an 
increase  in  use  of  wood  waste  as  fuel, 
the  company  be  allowed  to  emit  up  to 
0.8  pounds  per  million  BTU's,  while 
meeting  an  opacity  limit  of  60  percent, 
until  April  1, 1981.  At  that  time  an 
electrostatic  precipitator  will  have  been 


installed  and  made  fully  operational. 
Prior  to  January  6, 1975,  the  boilers  were 
capable  of  accommodating  wood  waste 
as  a  fuel;  therefore  a  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD)  review 
was  not  required  (see  40  CFR  52.21 
(b)(2)(ii)(d)j.  This  fuel  conversion  will 
result  in  a  first  year  savings  of  200,000 
barrels  of  No.  6  fuel  oil,  increasing  to 
400.000  barrels  a  year  after  the 
precipitator  is  installed. 

Air  quality  dispersion  modeling 
results  submitted  by  the  State  showed 
that  in  no  case  would  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  be 
violated  nor  would  any  prevention  of 
significant  deterioration  increment  be 
exceeded.  There  is  no  nonattainment 
area  within  100  miles;  therefore,  there 
will  not  be  a  significant  impact  on  any 
nonattainment  area.  The  air  quality 
modeling  indicated  that  the  maximum 
impact  of  the  increase  on  the  annual  and 
24-hour  particulate  PSD  increments 
would  be  1.0  p,g/m3and  4.7  jig/m* 
respectively. 

EPA  received  no  comments  during  the 
prescribed  30-day  comment  period 
which  expired  March  14, 1980,  and 
therefore,  approves  both  South 
Carolina’s  variance  and  regulation 
change. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant"  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized." 
EPA  has  reviewed  this  regulation  and 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

(Sec.  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

7410)) 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  1,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  PP— South  Carolina 

(1)  In  Section  52.2120,  paragraph  (c)  is 
amended  by  adding  subparagraph  (12) 
as  follows: 

§  52.2120  Identification  of  plan. 

***** 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 
***** 

(12)  Variance  granted  to  Bowater 
Carolina  Corporation  until  April  1, 1981, 
for  increased  particulate  emissions  and 
opacity  limits,  and  revised  regulation 
61.62.1(B)(II),  submitted  on  April  24, 


1  See  footnote,  page  45  580 
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1980,  by  the  South  Carolina  Department 
of  Health  and  Environmental  Control. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20138  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  406 
[FRL  1521-2] 

Com  Wet  Milling  Subcategory  of  the 
Grain  Mill  Point  Source  Category 
Suspension  of  BCT  Limitations 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Suspension  of  regulations. 

summary:  EPA  suspends  effluent 
limitations  at  40  CFR  406.17  representing 
“best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology”  (“BCT”)  for  the  Com  Wet 
Milling  Subcategory.  EPA  promulgated 
these  BCT  limitations  based  on  its 
determination  that  they  satisfied  the  test 
of  “cost  reasonableness"  mandated  by 
the  Clean  Water  Act.  Based  on  data 
received  during  the  comment  period  on 
the  regulations,  EPA  has  determined 
that  further  evaluation  of  both  cost  and 
effluent  reduction  data  from  the 
subcategory  is  necessary  before  a 
determination  of  "reasonableness”  can 
be  made. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Don  Anderson,  Effluent  Guidelines 
Division  (WH-552),  Office  of  Water 
Planning  and  Standards,  401,  M  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202)  426- 
2707. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  29, 1979  (44  FR  50732),  EPA 
promulgated  final  effluent  limitations 
representing  "best  conventional 
pollutant  control  technology”  (“BCT’) 
for  the  Corn  Wet  Milling  Subcategory 
(40  CFR  406.17)  of  the  Grain  Mills  Point 
Source  Category.  EPA  promulgated 
these  BCT  limitations  based  on  its 
determination  that  they  satisfied  the  test 
of  “cost  reasonableness”  mandated  by 
§  304(b)(4)(B)  of  the  Clean  Water  Act. 

There  are,  however,  only  four 
facilities  in  this  subcategory  which 
discharge  treated  effluent  directly  into 
U.S.  waters.  During  the  comment  period 
on  the  regulations,  data  were  submitted 
for  three  of  these  discharges  relating  to 
the  cost  of  compliance  with  BCT 
limitations.  EPA  has  reviewed  this  data 
and  concludes  that  further  evaluation  of 
both  cost  and  effluent  reduction  data 
from  the  subcategory  is  necessary 
before  a  determination  of 
“reasonableness”  can  be  made. 


Consequently,  the  Agency  is  suspending 
the  existing  BCT  limitations  pending 
completion  of  this  evaluation.  This 
action  does  not  constitute  a 
determination  that  the  cost  of  achieving 
these  BCT  limitations  is  not 
“reasonable”,  and  EPA  makes  no 
judgement  at  this  time  as  to  the  proper 
level  at  which  BCT  should  be 
established  for  this  subcategory. 

Dated:  June  26, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

PART  406 — GRAIN  MILLS  POINT 
SOURCE  CATEGORY 

§  406.17  [Suspended] 

40  CFR  §  406.17  is  suspended 
indefinitely  pending  further  analysis. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20188  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8560-01-11 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  1 

[Gen.  Docket  No.  78-167;  FCC  80-334] 

Rules  Governing  Ex  Parte 
Presentations  During  Informal 
Rulemaking  Proceedings 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule.  (Report  and  Order). 

summary:  The  Commission  has  adopted 
rules  governing  ex  parte  presentations 
during  informal  rulemaking  proceedings. 
In  essence,  the  rules  prohibit  such 
presentations  in  proceedings  involving 
conflicting  private  claims  to  a  valuable 
privilege  once  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  has  been  issued.  In 
|  proceedings  not  involving  conflicting 
private  claims  to  a  valuable  privilege,  ex 
parte  presentations  are  not  prohibited, 
except  during  a  brief  period  prior  to 
Commission  action.  However,  such 
presentations  must  be  disclosed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Keith  H.  Fagan,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  (202)  632-6444.  y 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of:  Policies  and 
procedures  regarding  Ex  Parte 
I  Communications  During  Informal 
Rulemaking  Proceedings,  Gen.  Docket 
'  No.  78-167.  See  also  43  FR  38880,  August 
31, 1978. 


Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  11, 1980. 

Released:  June  30, 1980. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioners  Lee 
and  Quello  concurring  in  the  result; 
Commissioner  Jones  dissenting  and  issuing  a 
separate  Statement  in  which  Commissioner 
Washburn  joins. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
Order,  Notice  of  Inquiry,  and  Interim 
Policy  Statement  in  this  docket,  68  FCC 
2d  804  (1978);  its  Order  and  Further 
Notice  of  Inquiry  herein,  68  FCC  2d  815 
(1978);  and  comments  and  reply 
comments  by  numerous  parties. 1 

Introduction;  the  Commission’s  Notices 

2.  At  issue  here  is  the  Commission’s 
policy  with  respect  to  ex  parte 
communications  during  informal  [i.e., 
notice  and  comment)  rulemaking 
proceedings.*  As  we  stated  in  more 
detail  in  our  initial  Notice, 3  until 
recently  it  had  never  been  suggested 
that  there  should  be  any  restrictions  on 
ex  parte  communications  in  informal 
rulemaking,  except  in  cases  involving 
"conflicting  private  claims  to  a  valuable 
privilege” — a  term  which  the 
Commission  construed  narrowly  to 
include  FM  and  TV  channel  assignments 
and  a  very  few  other  quasi-adjudicatory 
matters.  See  Sangamon  Valley 
Television  Corporation  v.  United  States, 
269  F.2d  221,  224  (D.C.  Cir.  1959); 
compare  Courtaulds  (Alabama)  Inc.  v. 
Dixon,  294  F.2d  899,  904-905  &  n.16  (D.C. 
Cir.  1961).  In  1977,  however,  two  panels 
of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit 
issued  sharply  divergent  opinions  on 
this  subject.  In  one  case,  Home  Box 
Office,  Inc.  v.  FCC,  567  F.2d  9,  57 
(“HBO”),  the  court  held  that  ex  parte 
contacts  should  be  barred  in  all  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings  once  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  ("NPRM")  had 
been  issued.  But  in  the  other  case, 


1 A  list  of  those  filing  comments  appears  at 
Appendix  A. 

2  An  ex  parte  "communication”  or  “contact,”  in 
the  context  of  an  informal  rulemaking  proceeding,  is 
any  communication,  written  or  oral  (except  for 
formal  written  pleadings  and  oral  arguments), 
between  a  person  outside  the  agency  and  a 
Commissioner  or  member  of  the  Commission's 
professional  staff.  The  narrower  term  "ex  parte 
presentation,”  which  is  also  used  herein,  refers  to 
ex  parte  communications  which  deal  with  the  merits 
or  outcome  of  a  proceeding.  The  Commission  has 
long  distinguished  between  "presentations"  and 
other  types  of  ex  parte  contacts.  Notice,  68  FCC  2d 
at  808;  see  47  CFR  1.1201(f)  and  n.l;  Rules 
Governing  Ex  Parte  Communications  in  Hearing 
Proceedings,  1  FCC  2d  49,  5e-58  (1965).  This 
distinction  has  received  judicial  approval.  See.  e.g.. 
Western  Union  International,  Inc.  v.  FCC,  568  F.2d 
1012, 1019  (2d  Cir.  1977).  See  also  paras.  39  and  49 
and  n.21,  infra. 

*See  68  FCC  2d  at  804-806. 
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Action  for  Children's  Television  v.fCC, 
564  F.2d  458,  477  {"ACT”),  the  court 
stated  that  such  contacts  need  be 
restricted  only  in  those  proceedings 
involving  “competing  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege” — thus  reverting 
almost  in  identical  words  to  the  test 
used  in  Sangamon .* 

3.  Since  neither  the  Supreme  Court  nor 
the  D.C.  Circuit  en  banc  would  resolve 
the  conflict  between  the  HBO  and  ACT 
opinions,4 5  the  Commission  was  forced  to 
act  without  the  benefit  of  further  judicial 
guidance.  After  careful  consideration, 
we  decided  to  adopt  an  interim  policy 
based  largely  on  Recommendation  77-3 
of  the  Administrative  Conference  of  the 
United  States,  1  CFR  305.77-3.  To 
summarize  briefly, 6  we  prohibited  post- 
NPRM  ex  parte  presentations 7  only  in 
those  proceedings  involving'  channel 
assignments  or  other  matters  we 
considered  quasi-adjudicatory.  In  all 
other  informal  rulemakings,  we 
permitted  ex  parte  presentations  to 
continue  after  the  issuance  of  an  NPRM, 
but  established  procedures  for  the 
disclosure  of  these  presentations,  and 
for  notice  and  opportunity  to  respond.  In 
addition,  we  provided  for  the  cessation 
of  all  ex  parte  contact  at  the  point  in 
each  proceeding  when  the  Commission 
began  its  final  deliberations. 

4.  In  our  Notice,  we  stated  that  this 
“permit  but  disclose”  method  of  dealing 
with  most  ex  parte  presentations  did  not 
appear  to  comport  fully  with  either  HBO 
or  ACT.  But  we  said  that,  in  our  view, 
this  method  would  alleviate  the  court's 
concern  that  the  Commission  could  be 
influenced  by  data  or  views  not  known 
to  all,  and  at  the  same  time  would 
permit  the  agency  to  continue  to  operate 
efficiently.  68  FCC  2d  at  807.  In  addition, 
we  pointed  out  that  under  the 
Communications  Act  it  was  the 
Commission’s  responsibility  to 
determine  the  mannervof  conducting  its 
proceedings  that  would  “best  conduce  to 
the  proper  dispatch  of  business  and  the 
demands  of  justice.”  Id.,  quoting  47 
U.S.C.  154(j).  Accordingly,  we  asked  for 
comment  on  a  proposal  to  adopt  these 
procedures  on  a  permanent  basis.  68 
FCC  2d  at  810.  The  following  is  a 
summary  of  the  comments  submitted. 


4  See  discussion  at  para.  29,  infra. 

5  The  former  denied  certiorari  in  HBO,  434  U.S. 
829  (1977),  while  the  latter  denied  rehearing  in  ACT. 
564  F.2d  458  (1977). 

6  For  a  fuller  discussion,  see  the  initial  Notice,  68 
FCC  2d  at  807-810.  and  the  Further  Notice.  68  FCC 
2d  at  815-816.  (The  Further  Notice  clarified  some 
points  and  made  a  few  minor  changes  in  the 
procedures.) 

7  See  n.2  supra. 


Summary  of  Comments 

American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co. 

5.  The  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (AT&T)  believes 
that  the  principles  set  out  in  Action  for 
Childrens’  Television  would  fully  serve 
the  public  interest.  AT&T  states, 
however,  that  the  procedures  proposed 
in  the  Notice  represent  a  reasonable 
accommodation  between  ACT  and 
HBO;  therefore,  AT&T  proposes  only 
some  suggestions  to  improve  these 
procedures.  On  the  premise  that  the  ex 
parte  procedures  relative  to  informal 
rulemaking  should  be  no  more 
restrictive  than  the  existing  ex  parte 
rules,  AT&T  recommends  that  ex  parte 
contacts  that  do  not  go  to  the  merits  or 
outcome  of  a  proceeding  should  not  be 
summarized.  It  further  suggests  that  the 
Commission  be  permitted  discretion  to 
dispense  with  the  procedures  in  specific 
rulemakings  in  which  it  finds  that  the 
chief  element  is  the  attainment  of 
general  information  rather  than  the 
resolution  of  competing  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege.  AT&T  also  suggests 
that  memoranda  not  be  required  where 
ex  parte  contacts  do  not  go  beyond  the 
record  of  a  proceeding,  and  that 
significant  or  new  information  proffered 
by  Commission  staff  should  also  be 
memorialized.  AT&T  would  allow 
Commission  personnel  to  require  parties 
initiating  the  contacts  to  prepare  the 
required  summary  and,  consistent  with 
the  recommendation  of  the 
Administrative  Conference,  suggests 
that  material  exempt  from  disclosure 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
should  not  be  summarized.  Finally, 

AT&T  notes  with  respect  to  the  “cutoff’ 
procedures  that  many  rulemakings 
remain  pending  for  a  long  time  after  the 
comment  period  ends,  and  states  that  in 
these  situations  early  cutoff  dates  could 
deprive  the  Commission  of  relevant  new 
information,  particularly  on  further 
related  regulatory  and  legal 
developments.  Therefore,  AT&T  prefers 
a  short  prior  notice  of  the  cutoff  date, 
and  suggests  that  ex  parte  contacts  be 
permitted  again  within  a  reasonable 
time  after  the  announced  initial  cutoff 
date. 

Association  of  Maximum  Service 
Telecasters 

6.  The  Association  of  Maximum 
Service  Teleca'sters  (AMST)  generally 
disfavors  the  interim  ex  parte 
procedures,  viewing  them  as 
burdensome  and  overbroad  in  light  of 
Action  for  Children ’s  Television. 
Specifically,  AMST  notes  the  practical 
difficulty  of  placing  memoranda  in  every 
related  docket  when  ex  parte  contacts 
are  germane  to  a  number  of  proceedings. 


AMST  also  believes  that  the  required 
disclosure  of  all  ex  parte  contacts  will 
inevitably  lead  to  increased  litigation.  In 
addition,  it  suggests  that  cutting  off  all 
ex  parte  contacts  when  a  proceeding 
reaches  the  point  of  "final,  deliberation" 
will  eliminate  important  sources  of 
information  at  precisely  the  time  when 
they  are  most  needed.  AMST  construes 
ACT  as  requiring  restrictions  on  ex 
parte  contacts  only  in  Sangamon-type 
rulemakings,  e.g.,  those  akin  to 
adjudication  or  formal  rulemaking.  For 
these  reasons  AMST  believes  the 
Commission  should  allow  unrestricted 
ex  parte  contacts  during  non-Sangamon- 
type  informal  rulemakings. 

Alternatively,  it  suggests  that  the 
Commission  require  disclosure  only  of 
new  material  presented  ex  parte,  that  ex 
parte  contacts  not  be  cut  off  at  the  “final 
deliberation"  stage  and  that  the 
disclosure  rules  be  expanded  to  cover 
contacts  between  the  Commission’s 
bureau  and  office  staffs  and  the 
Commissioners,  which  AMST  views  as 
an  especially  important  catalyst  of 
policy  decisions. 

Federal  Communications  Bar 
Association. — GTE  Service  Corporation 

7.  The  Federal  Communications  Bar 
Association  (FCBA)  states  that  the 
adoption  of  restrictions  on  ex  parte 
contacts  in  all  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings  will  restrict  the  free  flow  of 
information  to  the  Commission  and 
burden  it  with  needless  paperwork.  The 
FCBA  cites  ACT,  the  legislative  history 
of  the  Sunshine  Act,  and  the  Supreme 
Court's  Vermont  Yankee  opinion  8  for 
the  proposition  that  HBO’s  proscription 
of  ex  parte  contacts  in  all  informal 
rulemaking  is  inconsistent  with  both 
judicial  and  legislative  intent.  FCBA 
suggests  as  an  alternative  to  the  interim 
procedures  that  upon  commencement  of 
an  informal  rulemaking  the  Commission 
classify  it  as  either  “formal”  or 
“informal,”  based  on  whether  it  involves 
Sangamon-type  elements  of  conflicting 
private  claims  to  a  valuable  privilege. 
FCBA  further  suggests  that  where  the 
Commission  fails  to  correctly 
denominate  a  rulemaking  as  “formal," 
interested  parties  will  call  the  error  to 
the  Commission's  attention. 

8.  GTE  Service  Corporation  submitted 
comments  substantially  identical  to 
FCBA’s. 

Forest  Industries  Telecommunications 

9.  Forest  Industries 

Telecommunications  (FIT)  is  a  national 


*  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corp.  v. 
Natural  Resources  Defense  Council.  Inc..  435  U.S. 
519  (1978). 
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association  of  licensees  in  the  Forest 
Products  Radio  Service. 

10.  FITs  principal  concern  is  that, 
under  the  proposed  procedures,  highly 
specialized  telecommunications  matters 
might  not  be  adequately  explained.  FIT 
agrees  with  the  general  concerns 
expressed  in  the  concurring  statements 
of  Commissioners  Quello  and 
Washburn,®  and  states  particularly  that 
the  diverse  issues  connected  with  the 
various  mobile  radio  services  are 
difficult  to  discuss  adequately  but 
briefly  in  writing,  whereas  oral 
presentations  are  much  more  effective. 
FIT  also  suggests  that  channel 
allocations  involving  mobile  services 
need  not  be  subject  to  ex  parte 
restrictions  because  these  often 
principally  involve  policy  rather  than 
fact  issues. 

Institute  for  Public  Interest 
Representation 

11.  The  Institute  for  Public  Interest 
Representation  (IPIR)  is  a  public  interest 
law  firm  affiliated  with  Georgetown 
University  Law  Center. 

12.  IPIR  argues  initially  that  any 
system  of  disclosure  rather  than  outright 
ban  on  ex  parte  contacts  is  inconsistent 
with  the  holding  in  HBO  and  therefore 
unlawful.  However,  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Commission  would  tend  to 
favor  some  system  of  disclosure,  IPIR 
points  out  several  alleged  deficiencies  in 
the  interim  procedures.  IPIR  maintains 
that  both  HBO  and  ACT  require,  at 
minimum,  that  the  Commission 
determine  which  informal  rulemakings 
involve  either  conflicting  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege  or  selective  treatment 
of  competing  business  interests  of  great 
monetary  value,  and  proscribe  ex  parte 
contacts  completely  in  those 
proceedings.  With  respect  to  those 
rulemakings  in  which  disclosure  of  ex 
parte  contacts  would  be  sufficient,  IPIR 
believes  generally  that  all  ex  parte 
contacts,  regardless  of  their  nature, 
source  or  timing  or  to  whom  made, 
should  be  disclosed.  Thus,  IPIR  would 
require  disclosure  of  ex  parte  contacts 
occurring  prior  to,  but  in  contemplation 
of,  issuance  of  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking;  ex  parte  contacts  made  by 
non-participants  in  a  rulemaking;  and  ex 
parte  contacts  that  are  non-substantive 
and/or  made  to  non-professional 
support  staff.  IPIR  states  that 
“spontaneous”  ex  parte  communications 
should  be  prohibited,  and  would  require 
documentation  of  such  contacts  that  do 
occur  unless  the  employee  determines 
the  communication  is  of  no  significance. 
Where  a  proffered  memorandum  does 
not  reflect  the  substance  of  prearranged 

*See  Notice,  68  FCC  2d  at  813.  814. 


ex  parte  discussions,  IPIR  suggests  that 
it  nevertheless  be  placed  on  the  record 
immediately,  with  a  notation  on  its 
incompleteness,  and  that  it  be 
appropriately  supplemented  within  five 
working  days.  Finally,  with  respect  to 
contacts  initiated  by  Commission  staff, 
IPIR  recommends  disclosure  of  all  such 
contacts,  regardless  of  their  content,  or, 
at  minimum,  documentation  absent  a 
determination  that  the  information  does 
not  relate  to  the  merits.  IPIR  believes 
these  procedures  will  neither  limit  the 
availability  of  information  to  the 
Commission  nor  discourage 
participation  by  ordinary  citizens,  public 
interest  groups,  or  small  companies. 

MCI  Telecommunications  Corporation, 
et  al. 

13.  MCI  Telecommunications 
Corporation,  Microwave 
Communications,  Inc.  and  N-Triple-C 
Inc.,  commenting  jointly,  are  individual 
common  carriers. 

14.  MCI  et  al.  generally  agree  with  the 
interim  procedures,  believing  that  they 
strike  an  appropriate  balance  between 
the  Commission’s  need  for  information 
and  the  requirements  of  fairness  and  a 
sufficient  administrative  record.  MCI 
suggests,  however,  that  the  Commission 
also  consider  specifying  the  particular 
rulemaking  proceedings,  in  addition  to 
channel  assignments,  in  which  all  ex 
parte  contapts  will  be  barred,  and  that 

§  1.1203  be  amended  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  1965  policy  statement  on 
ex  parte  contacts  by  prohibiting  ex  parte 
presentations  in  cases  of  adjudication 
and  other  proceedings  involving  a 
limited  number  of  parties  and  disputed 
facts  by  a  party  contemplating  the  filing 
of  an  opposition  or  similar  pleading. 

Media  Access  Project 

15.  Media  Access  Project  (MAP)  is  a 
non-partisan,  non-profit,  public  interest 
law  firm. 

16.  MAP  believes  that  legal  and  public 
policy  considerations  dictate  that  all  ex 
parte  contacts  in  informal  rulemaking 
should  be  prohibited.  Nevertheless, 

MAP  concedes  that  the  Commission's 
interim  procedures  as  well  as  the 
realities  of  regulatory  life  indicate  that 
such  contacts  are  an  inevitable  part  of 
the  rulemaking  process.  Therefore,  MAP 
recommends:  (a)  That  the  Commission 
discourage  oral  communications  in  favor 
of  written  communications;  (b)  that  any 
writing  presented  to  the  Commission  or 
staff  in  conjunction  with  a  pending 
rulemaking  proceeding  be  placed  on  the 
record;  (c)  that  parties  or  their  attorneys 
who  become  aware  of  undisclosed  ex 
parte  communications  be  required  to 
inform  the  Commission;  (d)  that 
Commissioners  and  staff  be  required  to 


keep  telephone  and  meeting  logs  of  all 
contacts  with  non-Commission  sources 
relative  to  a  pending  rulemaking;  and  (e) 
that  in  any  ease  in  which  the  application 
of  these  disclosure  guidelines  is 
questionable,  the  Commission  should 
publicly  state  its  intention  to  err  on  the 
side  of  disclosure.  In  support  of  its 
proposals,  MAP  submits  the  results  of 
an  informal  survey  of  administrators 
and  support  staff  of  the  former  Federal 
Energy  Administration,  which  had 
adopted  rules  requiring  the  record  and 
disclosure  of  all  meetings  between 
ranking  FEA  officials  and  individuals 
outside  the  agency.  The  administrators 
surveyed  indicated  the  rules  to  be 
generally  workable  and  beneficial, 
whereas  support  staff  seemed  to  regard 
the  added  ministerial  duties  involved  as 
no  more  than  minor.  Thus,  MAP  infers 
that  adoption  of  similar  rules  by  the 
Commission  would  not  impose  any 
substantial  burden  on  the 
Commissioners  or  their  staff. 

Mr.  Corwin  D.  Moore,  Jr. 

17.  Mr.  Moore  is  a  member  of  the 
Personal  Use  Radio  Advisory 
Committee  but  comments  in  an 
individual  capacity. 

18.  Mr.  Moore  suggests  that  the 
regulations  respecting  ex  parte  contacts 
be  written  in  “plain  English”  and  that  a 
comprehensive  and  comprehensible 
listing  of  all  the  rulemakings  to  which 
the  restrictions  apply  be  prepared. 
Fearing  that  ex  parte  restrictions  will 
discourage  interaction  between  the 
Commission  and  members  of  the  public, 
Mr.  Moore  recommends  that  the 
Commission  reevaluate  the  effects  of  the 
new  rules  one  year  after  their  adoption, 
and  states  that  a  “format”  for  formally 
documenting  the  substance  of  ex  parte 
presentations  be  prepared.  Finally,  Mr. 
Moore  states  that,  to  enable  the 
Commission  to  receive  fresh  input  about 
long-pending  proceedings,  any 
rulemaking  not  concluded  within  one 
year  after  ex  parte  contacts  are  barred 
should  be  reopened  to  permit  further 
contacts. 

National  Association  of  Broadcasters 

19.  The  National  Association  of 
Broadcasters  (NAB)  believes  the  interim 
procedures  impose  unnecessary  and 
unwise  restrictions  on  ex  parte 
communications  and,  by  extension,  on 
the  conduct  of  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings.  NAB  maintains  these 
restrictions  are  unnecessary  in  that  the 
rulemaking  involved  in  HBO  was 
atypical  and  no  pervasive  problem 
exists.  NAB  also  contends  that  the 
memorandum  requirement  will  impact 
most  heavily  on  individuals  and  groups 
capable  of  providing  the  Commission 
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with  unique  input,  and  will  especially 
disadvantage  parties  wishing  to  respond 
to  ex  parte  contacts  occurring 
immediately  prior  to  the  cut-off  date. 
Thus,  NAB  recommends  that  the 
Commission  continue  to  permit  ex  parte 
contacts  during  informal  rulemaking 
pursuant  to  the  pr e-HBO  standards,  or, 
at  minimum,  that  it  not  require  written 
memoranda  for  ex  parte  contacts  that 
are  simply  reflective  of. written 
comments. 

National  Cable  Television  Association 

20.  Although  the  National  Cable 
Television  Association  (NCTA) 
maintains  that  new  restrictions  on  ex 
parte  contacts  are  not  warranted  in  light 
of  Action  for  Children 's  Television, 
NCTA  supports  the  interim  procedures 
insofar  as  they  do  not  bah  ex  parte 
communications,  but  suggests  several 
modifications.  Stating  that  its  chief 
concern  is  the  administrative  burden 
that  would  result  from  the  required 
preparation  and  review  of  memoranda, 
NCTA  recommends  that  the  memoranda 
be  concise  and  limited  to  a  summary  of 
the  substantive  points  presented.  Where 
information  presented  ex  parte  is  merely 
cumulative,  NCTA  suggests  that  a 
memorandum  not  be  required  or, 
alternatively,  that  it  state  only  that 
information  on  a  certain  point  was 
presented.  NCTA  states  that  information 
exempt  from  disclosure  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  should  not 
be  memorialized,  and,  finally,  that  any 
publication  of  notice  of  contacts  not  be 
framed  so  as  to  encourage  responses 
routinely. 

National  Telecommunications  and 
Information  Administration 

21.  The  National  Telecommunications 
and  Information  Administration  (NTIA) 
suggests  that  the  Commission  not  focus 
on  the  question  of  how  narrowly  it  can 
limit  the  applicability  of  Sangamon  but 
rather  on  what  “basic  fairness”  requires 
in  the  context  of  informal  rulemaking. 
NTIA  states  that  adherence  to  Overton 
Park’s  10  requirement  of  a  “full 
administrative  record”  and  Portland 
Cement's  11  holding  that  the  public  be 
given  formal  opportunity  to  comment  on 
“material”  information  will  assure 
“basic  fairness”  while  allowing  for 
needed  flexibility  and  discretion.  NTIA 
also  maintains  that  the  ex  parte 
restrictions  should  be  applied  to  inquiry 
proceedings  that  look  to  the  adoption  of' 
a  policy  but  suggests  that  rulemakings 
involving  only  procedural  issues  be 

10  Citizens  to  Preserve  Overton  Park,  Inc.  v. 

Volpe,  401  U.S.  402  (1971). 

11  Portland  Cement  Association  v.  Ruckelshaus, 
486  F.2d  375  (D.C.  Gir.  1973),  cert,  denied,  417  U.S. 
921  (1974). 


exempted.  Finally,  NTIA  stresses  that 
governmental  entities  as  well  as  private 
parties  should  be  bound  by  the  ex  parte 
restrictions. 

Southern  California  Repeater  and 
Remote  Base  Association 

22.  Southern  California  Repeater  and 
Remote  Base  Association  (SCRRBA)  is  a 
nonprofit  organization  of  owners  and 
licensees  of  amateur  radio  service 
mobile  relay  stations  in  Southern 
California. 

23.  As  a  small,  specialized 
organization  with  an  annual  budget  of 
only  $1,000,  SCRRBA  concurs  generally 
with  the  broad  outline  of  the  ex  parte 
procedures  contained  in  the  Notice  but 
urges  the  Commission  to  take  special 
steps  to  assure  that  it  and  similar  West 
Coast  organizations  are  not  effectively 
foreclosed  from  the  opportunity  to  file 
meaningful  comments  due  to  delay  in 
mail  service  between  Washington  and 
the  West  Coast  or  lack  of  response  from 
the  Commission  staff  to  telephone 
messages.  Specifically,  SCRRBA 
recommends  that  the  Commission  allow 
for  consideration  of  comments  from  the 
West  Coast  post-marked  prior  to  a  filing 
deadline  but  received  thereafter. 

Summary  of  Reply  Comments 

AMST 

24.  In  its  reply  comments,  AMST 
points  out  that  other  commenters  largely 
support  its  view  that  the  interim  ex 
parte  procedures  are  unnecessary  as  a 
matter  of  law  and  inadvisable  as  a 
matter  of  sound  administrative  practice. 
AMST  specifically  cites  Vermont 
Yankee 12  for  the  proposition  that  HBO’s 
holding  is  not  the  law.  AMST 
particularly  replies  to  the  comments  of 
NTIA,  MAP  and  IPIR  which  support 
restricting  ex  parte  communications.  In 
response  to  NTIA,  AMST  argues  that 
Sangamon-type  rulemakings  differ 
legally  and  practically  from  the  usual 
informal  rulemaking,  and  that  ACT 
explicitly  recognizes  that  difference. 
AMST  states  that  IPIR’s  proposals 
would  require  the  Commission  to  record 
virtually  every  oral  communication  it 
received,  and,  in  answer  to  MAP’s 
recommendation  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration’s  ex  parte  regulations, 
notes  that  these  regulations  specifically 
did  not  apply  to  broad  policy  inquiries, 
nor  to  routine  communications  or 
communications  on  matters  unrelated  to 
any  pending  proceeding.  The  FEA  rules 
also  did  not  provide  for  public  notice 
and  reply,  but  simply  required  that  logs 
referring  to  the  subjects  discussed  be 
made  available  on  request.  AMST  also 


argues  that  the  only  commenters 
representing  small  business  and 
individual  licensees,  FIT  and  SCRRBA, 
expressed  serious  concern  over  the  fact 
that  the  interim  procedures  would 
gravely  dimirUsh  their  ability  to 
communicate  needed  information  and 
opinions,  and  notes  that  NAB  echoed 
essentially  the  same  concern  with 
respect  to  individual  licensees.  In  sum, 
AMST  again  urges  that,  rather  than 
promoting  open  and  informed 
rulemaking,  the  interim  procedures 
would  obscure  issues  by  burying  them 
under  a  mass  of  paperwork,  and  it 
therefore  suggests  that  no  restrictions  be 
placed  on  ex  parte  communications 
during  informal,  nonadjudicatory 
rulemakings. 

Communications  Media  Center,  New 
York  School 

25.  In  reply  comments,  the 
Communications  Media  Center  (CMC) 
lauds  the  general  aims  that  underlie 
restricting  ex  parte  contacts  but  fears 
that  the  interim  ex  parte  procedures,  if 
adopted,  will  limit  rather  than  expand 
the  ability  of  citizens’  groups  and 
interested  members  of  the  public  to 
participate  in  Commission  rulemaking 
proceedings.  CMC  suggests  that  the 
rules  apply  to  notices  of  inquiry  as  well 
as  notices  of  proposed  rulemaking,  and 
questions  the  wisdom  of  applying  ex 
parte  restrictions  until  the  proceeding  is 
no  longer  subject  to  court  review — a 
length  of  time  which  could  be 
considerable  and  would  bar,  for 
example,  comments  on  a  proposed 
request  for  remand.  CMC  also  favbrs 
disclosure  of  the  substance  of 
interagency  contacts,  and  states  that  the 
Commission  should  establish  criteria 
differentiating  “marginally  significant” 
contacts  from  “direct”  and  substantive 
contacts  for  purposes  of  disclosure. 

CMC  also  foresees  the  requirements  of 
prearranged  meetings  and  predrafted 
memoranda  operating  to  deter  citizens’ 
groups  and  private  citizens  from 
communicating  with  the  Commission. 
Finally,  CMC  suggests  that 
administrative  sanctions  be  imposed  on 
parties  intentionally  violating  the  ex 
parte  rules. 

FCBA 

26.  In  its  reply  comments,  FCBA  notes 
that  the  comments  of  a  number  of  other 
parties  generally  support  its  views,  and 
specifically  responds  to  the  opposing 
views  of  IPIR,  MAP  and  NTIA.  FCBA 
states  that  MAP  and  IPIR  have  ignored 
the  holdings  in  ACT,  VERMONT 
YANKEE,  and  the  legislative  histories 
underlying  the  APA  and  the  Sunshine 
Act  in  insisting  that  the  Commission  is 
legally  obligated  under  HBO  to  restrict 


. 12  See  n.  8.  supra. 
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ex  parte  contacts  in  all  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings.  FCBA  argues 
that  it  was  and  is  the  intent  of  Congress, 
recognized  by  the  courts,  not  to  saddle 
the  informal  rulemaking  process  with 
overly  restrictive  procedures  and  thus 
thwart  the  free  flow  of  information  and 
agency  flexibility.  On  the  basis  of  these 
authorities  FCBA  also  takes  issue  with 
NTIA’s  view  that  Sangamon  forms  a 
legal  basis  for  restricting  ex  parte 
communications  in  all  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings,  but  agrees, 
consistent  with  its  initial  comments,  that 
informal  rulemakings  that  do  involve  the 
“resolution  of  conflicting  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege"  should  be  treated 
similar  to  adjudications  for  purposes  of 
proscribing  ex  parte  contacts. 

IPIR 

27.  IPIR’s  reply  comments  take  issue 
with  FCBA’s  argument  that  HBO  does 
not  represent  the  law  of  the  circuit  and 
applies  only  to  informal  rulemakings 
involving  "competing  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege."  IPIR  cites  the 
subsequent  decision  of  the  D.C.  Circuit 
in  United  States  Lines,  Inc.  v.  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  w  for  the 
proposition  that  the  law  of  the  circuit  is 
that  ex  parte  contacts  must  be  banned 
not  only  in  informal  rulemakings,  but  in 
all  proceedings  that  contemplate  public 
participation  and  in  all  proceedings 
subject  to  judicial  review  under  the 
APA. 

Discussion 

28.  The  question  before  the 
Commission  is  whether  to  adopt,  on  a 
permanent  basis,  the  general  policy  of 
permitting  ex  parte  contacts,  but 
requiring  their  disclosure,  in  most 
informal  rulemakings.  We  have 
concluded  that  we  should  make  this  our 
permanent  policy,  because  in  our  view  it 
is  essential  to  insure  a  full  and  fair 
exchange  of  information  between  the 
Commission  and  the  public.  However, 
we  believe  that  some  modifications  in 
the  interim  procedures  are  called  for  in 
order  to  make  them  work  more 
effectively.  See  paras.  43-71,  infra. 

29.  In  our  Notice,  we  expressed  doubt 
that  our  disclosure  system  was  fully 
consistent  with  the  court’s  dicta  in  ACT. 
68  FCC  2d  at  807.  We  no  longer  see  this 
as  a  problem.  Our  concern  at  the  time  of 
the  Notice  was  that  the  ACT  panel  had 
greatly  expanded  the  class  of 
proceedings  considered  to  involve 
“competing  claims  to  a  valuable 
privilege”  so  that,  if  we  followed  ACT, 
ex  parte  presentations  would  have  to  be 
prohibited  in  many,  if  not  most,  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings.  However,  upon 


”584  F.  2d  519  (1978). 


further  analysis  of  the  ACT  opinion,  and 
of  Judge  MacKinnon’s  concurrence  in 
HBO,  upon  which  ACT  relies,  we  have 
concluded  that  the  ACT  panel  did  not 
intend  to  redefine  the  "competing 
claims"  tests  to  go  beyond  cases  of  a 
quasi-adjudicatory  nature.  A CT/5M 
F.2d  at  474, 477;  HBO,  567  F.2d  at  62 
(MacKinnon,  J.,  concurring  specially).14 
Accordingly,  we  see  no  difficulty  in 
complying  fully  with  ACT,  although  we 
recognize  that  we  will  have  to  give 
careful  consideration  to  the  question 
whether  a  given  proceeding  is  quasi¬ 
adjudicatory.15 

30.  Some  commenting  parties, 
specifically  IPIR,  MAP,  and  to  a  lesser 
extent  NTIA,  argue  that  the  Commission 
may  not  opt  for  a  system  of  disclosing 
ex  parte  presentations  in  most  informal 
rulemakings,  but  must  prohibit  such 
presentations  entirely  in  accordance 
with  HBO.  In  a  word,  these  parties 
claim  that  what  the  Commission  has 
done  is  illegal.  It  is  therefore  incumbent 
upon  us  to  explain  why,  even  though  we 
believe  some  restrictions  on  ex  parte 
contacts  are  necessary,  we  do  not  feel 
legally  compelled  to  adopt  the  flat  ban 
favored  by  the  HBO  majority. 

31.  There  are  essentially  two  bases  for 
our  position.  The  first  is  that  the  flat  ban 
has  been  heavily  criticized  by  experts 
and  commentators.  The  Administrative 
Conference,  for  example,  has  declared 
that: 

A  general  prohibition  applicable  to  all 
agencies  against  the  receipt  of  private  oral  or 
written  communications  is  undesirable, 
because  it  would  deprive  agencies  of  the 
flexibility  needed  to  fashion  rulemaking 
procedures  appropriate  to  the  issues 
involved,  and  would  introduce  a  degree  of 
formality  that  would,  at  least  in  most 
instances,  result  in  procedures  that  are 
unduly  complicated,  slow  and  expensive, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  perhaps  not  conducive 
to  developing  all  relevant  information. 

Recommendation  77-3,  supra,  1  CFR 
305.77-3.  And  Professor  Davis  has 
written  in  the  most  recent  edition  of  his 
Administrative  Law  Treatise  that: 

Communications  of  all  sorts  are  the  life  of 
a  notice  and  comment  proceeding.  The  more 
the  better.  They  should  not  be  prohibited. 
They  should  be  invited  and  encouraged.  If 
commissioners  and  staff  have  time  to  talk 


14  Judge  MacKinnon  wrote  in  HBO  that  “the  rule 
as  issued  |there]  was  in  effect  an  adjudication  of  the 
respective  rights  of  the  parties  vis-a-vis  each  other.” 
567  F.2d  at  62  (emphasis  added). 

,sThe  ACT  panel  also  stated  that  "ex  parte 
contacts  do  not  per  se  vitiate  agency  informal 
rulemaking  action,  but  only  do  so  if  it  appears  from 
the  administrative  record  under  review  that  they 
may  have  materially  influenced  the  action 
ultimately  taken."  564  F.2d  at  476.  The  procedures 
we  are  adopting  will  assure  that  every  ex  parte 
contact  that  materially  influences  the  Commission 
is  disclosed.  In  our  view,  this  is  more  than  sufficient 
to  avoid  vitiation  of  any  informal  rulemaking  action. 


with  interested  persons,  they  should  do  so  as 
far  as  their  time  permits;  of  course  they 
should  try  to  do  so  fairly.  All  kinds  of 
communications,  including  written  materials, 
oral  arguments  at  a  proceeding,  and  informal 
consultations  should  be  allowed  fo  whatever 
extent  practical  considerations  permit. 

1  K.  Davis,  Administrative  Law 
Treatise,  Section  6:18  (2d  ed.  1978) 
(emphasis  in  original).  16 

32.  The  second  reason  why  we  do  not 
feel  compelled  to  adopt  a  flat  ban  is 
that,  as  we  pointed  out  in  our  Notice 
herein,  it  is  the  Commission's 
responsibility  under  Section  4(j)  of  the 
Communications  Act  to  determine  the 
manner  of  conducting  its  proceedings 
that  “will  best  conduce  to  the  proper 
dispatch  of  business  and  the  ends  of 
justice.”  47  U.S.C.  Section  154(j);  see 
FCC  v.  Pottsville  Broadcasting  Co.,  309 
U.S.  134, 137-138  (1940);  FCC  v.  WJR,  the 
Goodwill  Station,  337  U.S.  265,  281-283 
(1949);  FCC  v.  Schreiber,  381  U.S.  279, 

290  (1965).  Recently,  in  Vermont 
Yankee,11  the  Supreme  Court  stated, 
"(Tjhis  much  is  absolutely  clear.  Absent 
constitutional  constraints  or  extremely 
compelling  circumstances,  ‘the 
administrative  agencies  “should  be  free 
to  fashion  their  own  rules  of  procedure 
and  to  pursue  methods  of  inquiry 
capable  of  permitting  them  to  discharge 
their  multitudinous  duties.”  ’  "  435  U.S. 
at  543,  quoting  FCC  v.  Schreiber,  supra 
at  290,  and  FCC  v.  Pottsville,  supra,  at 
143.  See  also  FPC  v.  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  423  U.S.  326,  333 
(1976). 

33.  In  contrast  to  those  parties  who 
favor  prohibiting  ex  parte 
communications  entirely,  other  parties 
(principally  AMST,  FCBA  and  NAB) 
argue  that  the  Commission  should  not 
restrict  such  contacts  in  any  way.  In 
other  words,  these  parties  oppose  even 
the  requirement  that  ex  parte 
presentations  be  disclosed.  In  our  view, 
however,  such  disclosure  is  essential  in 
order  to  assure  effective  participation  in 
the  Commission's  processes  by  all 
segments  of  the  population.  Moreover,  it 
is  legally  required  by  those  cases  such 
as  Portland  Cement 18  which  hold  that 
the  public  must  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  know  and  respond  to  the  data  and 
arguments  being  considered  by  an 
agency  before  that  agency  issues  its 
decision.  Disclosure  is  also  necessary  in 
order  to  preserve  an  adequate  record  for 
judicial  review. 


14 The  HBO  decision  has  also  been  criticized  in 
several  law  review  articles.  See,  e.g.,  65  California 
L.  Rev.  1315  (1977);  46  George  Washington  L.  Rev. 
442  (1978);  57  Nebraska  L  Rev.  843  (1978):  27 
DePaul  L.  Rev.  489  (1978);  14  Colum.  /.  of  L.  and 
Social  Problems  289  (1979). 

17  See  n.8,  supra. 

'*  See  n.ll,  supra. 
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34.  In  this  connection,  we  note  that 
many  who  oppose  a  flat  ban  on  ex  parte 
contacts  also  strongly  support 
disclosure.  The  Administrative 
Conference  recommended  that  all 
written  communications  be  placed  in  the 
public  file  and  that  agencies 
“experiment’*  with  procedures  designed 
to  disclose  oral  communications. 
Recommendation  77-3,  supra.  And 
Professor  Davis  has  stated  that  “a  cutoff 
point  for  presentation  is  necessary,”  and 
that  “the  essence  of  all  significant 
communications  should  go  into  the 
public  file.”  1  K.  Davis,  supra.  We 
strongly  endorse  these  views,  and 
therefore  do  not  accept  the  position  of 
those  who  say  that  no  new  rules  at  all 
are  necessary. 

35.  We  do  believe,  however,  that  the 
interim  procedures  we  have  been 
following  are  in  many  ways  overly 
burdensome  and  redundant. 

Accordingly,  we  have  endeavored  to 
streamline  these  procedures  so  that  they 
will  be  more  likely  to  have  the  desired 
effect  of  maximizing  the  flow  of 
information  to  and  from  the  agency.  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  the  revised 
procedures:  First,  those  applicable  to 
“restricted”  informal  rulemakings,  i.e., 
proceedings  involving  “competing 
claims  to  a  valuable  privilege;”  and 
second,  those  applicable  to  “non- 
restricted”  informal  rulemakings,  i.e.,  all 
other  notice  and  comment  proceedings. 

Rules  Governing  Restricted  Informal 
Rulemaking  Proceedings 

36.  A  “restricted”  proceeding  is  one  in 
which  ex  parte  presentations  are 
prohibited.  Our  existing  ex  parte  rules 
list  several  types  of  restricted 
proceedings;  in  this  order,  we  are  adding 
to  that  list  the  category  of  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings  involving 
“competing  claims  to  a  valuable 
privilege.”  See  amended  §  1.1207(d).19 
As  indicated  above,  this  category  will 
be  limited  to  FM  and  TV  channel 
assignment  proceedings  and  other 
proceedings  deemed  quasi-adjudicatory 
in  nature.20  The  following  is  a  summary 
of  the  procedures  applicable  in  this  type 
of  proceeding. 


,9Texts  of  all  rules  added  and  amended  by  this 
order  are  contained  in  Appendix  B. 

20  MCI  asks  that  we  specify  the  particular 
proceedings,  in  addition  to  channel  assignments, 
where  ex  parte  contacts  will  be  barred.  We  think  it 
is  impossible  to  do  any  more  in  advance  of  events 
than  reiterate  the  “competing  claims"  test. 

However,  consistent  with  our  current  practice  and 
the  comments  of  FCBA,  we  will  state  at  the  outse* 
of  each  proceeding  whether  "competing  claims"  are 
involved,  so  that  interested  persons  will  know 
which  set  of  rules  to  follow,  and  can  bring  it  to  our 
attention  if  they  believe  the  wrong  rules  have  been 
invoked. 


37.  Time  period  affected.  Ex  parte 
presentations  are  prohibited  in 
restricted  proceedings  from  the  time 
such  proceedings  are  instituted  until 
they  have  been  decided  by  the 
Commission  and  are  no  longer  subject  to 
reconsideration  by  the  agency  or  review 
by  any  court.  Restricted  informal 
rulemakings  are  considered  "instituted” 
at  the  time  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  issued.  See  amended 

§  1.1207. 

38.  Persons  affected.  Those  outside 
the  Commission  to  be  affected  by  the 
amended  rules  for  restricted  informal 
rulemakings  will  be  “interested 
persons,”  including  agents  and 
representatives.  It  is  immaterial  whether 
“representatives"  act  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  those  who 
are  represented.  See  amended 

§  1.1201(e).  Those  affected  inside  the 
Commission  will  be  so-called  “decision¬ 
making  personnel.”  However,  the  range 
of  persons  comprising  this  category  will 
be  broader  than  in  other  restricted 
proceedings  such  as  adjudications  and 
on-the-record  rulemakings;  here,  it  will 
include  Commissioners  and  all 
professional  employees  of  the  agency 
who  are  involved  in  the  particular 
proceeding.  See  amended  §§  1.1201(i) 
and  1.1209. 

39.  Types  of  contacts  affected.  Both 
written  and  oral  ex  parte  contacts  are 
covered.  However,  only  ex  parte 
“presentations”  are  prohibited.  These 
are  communications  which  deal  with  the 
merits  or  outcome  of  a  particular 
proceeding.  See  existing  §  1.1201(f);  see 
also  n.2  supra  and  authorities  cited 
therein.21 

40.  Unauthorized  presentations.  As 
stated  repeatedly  above,  ex  parte 
presentations  are  prohibited  in 
restricted  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings.  See  new  §  1.1229.  If  ex 
parte  presentations  nonetheless  occur  in 
such  proceedings,  they  will  be  treated  in 
accordance  with  existing  rules.  See 

§§  1.1241, 1.1243  and  1.1245. 


21  CMC  asks  that  we  define  “presentation”  with 
more  particularity.  In  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings,  the  definition  includes  communications 
going  to  the  merits  of  the  rules  that  have  been 
proposed:  communications  going  to  the  merits  of 
any  substantive  or  procedural  question  which  is  in 
dispute  in  the  proceeding;  and  communications 
concerning  facts  or  allegations  as  to  matters  which 
may  affect  the  outcome  of  a  proceeding,  even 
though  these  matters  may  not  have  been  previously 
considered.  The  definition  does  not  include 
communications  regarding  procedural  questions  not 
in  dispute;  communications,  such  as  comments, 
submitted  openly  in  the  proceeding  or  other 
proceedings;  and  communications  regarding  other 
proceedings  or  "general  industry  problems.”  so  long 
as  these  do  not  deal  with  the  merits  of  the  restricted 
proceeding.  See  Rules  Governing  Ex  Parte 
Communications,  supra,  1  FCC  2d  at  56-58;  see  also 
para.  49.  infra. 


41.  Sanctions.  Persons  who  violate  the 
ex  parte  rules  in  restricted  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings  are  subject  to 
the  sanctions  already  set  out  in  existing 
§  1.1251. 22 

42.  Other  related  procedures.  Those 
affected  should  also  note  the  special 
requirements  for  serving  documents  on 
other  parties  in  FM  and  TV  channel 
assignment  proceedings  contained  in 
existing  §  1.420. 

Rules  Governing  Nonrestricted  Informal 
Rulemaking  Proceedings 

43.  A  "non-restricted”  informal 
rulemaking  proceeding  is  one  which 
does  not  involve  “competing  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege.”  See  new  §  1.1211.  In 
these  proceedings,  as  we  have  stated,  ex 
parte  presentations  will  not  be 
prohibited,  except  during  a  brief  cutoff 
period. 23  However,  the  substance  of 
these  presentations  will  be  disclosed  in 
certain  circumstances.  The  following  is 
a  summary  of  the  procedures  applicable 
in  this  type  of  proceeding. 

44.  Time  period  affected.  Disclosure 
procedures  will  apply  in  each  non¬ 
restricted  rulemaking  proceeding  from 
the  time  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  issued  until  the  matter  is 
no  longer  subject  to  consideration  by  the 
Commission  or  review  by  any  court.  See 
new  §  1.1231;  cf  existing  §  1.1203. 

Within  that  period,  cutoff  procedures 
will  apply  when  the  Commission  is 
conducting  its  final  deliberations.  See 
paras.  65-69,  infra. 

45.  CMC  and  IPIR  urge  that  issuance 
of  a  notice  of  inquiry  (“NOI”),  rather 
than  an  NPRM,  should  trigger  the 
disclosure  procedures.  But  the  purpose 
of  an  inquiry  is,  by  definition,  to  inquire. 
In  fact,  during  most  inquiries  the 
Commission  has  not  reached  even  a 
tentative  decision  as  to  the  course  of 
action  it  wishes  to  pursue.  In  our  view  it 
would  be  counterproductive  to  restrict 
the  free  flow  of  information  during  this 
period.  Therefore,  ex  parte 
presentations  normally  need  not  be 


“Sections  1.1241, 1.1243, 1.1245  and  1.1251  are 
unchanged  as  they  relate  to  restricted  proceedings, 
but  are  being  amended  to  cover  non-restricted 
proceedings  as  well.  See  paras.  70-71,  infra. 

“The  HBO  majority  thought  (567  F.2d  at  55  and 
n.122)  that  the  Commission  had  violated  its  own 
rules  by  permitting  ex  parte  presentations  in  the 
face  of  §  1.415,  which  states  that  the  Commission 
must  specifically  authorize  "additional  comments." 
We  think  this  point  was  not  well  taken,  but  in  order 
to  avoid  any  possible  confusion  we  are  amending 
§  1.415  to  add  the  following;  ^ 

Note. — In  some  (but  not  all )  rule  making 
proceedings,  interested  persons  may  also 
communicate  with  the  Commission  and  its  staff  on 
an  ex  parte  basis,  provided  certain  procedures  are 
followed.  See  Section  1.420  and  Sections  1.1201  et 
seq.:  see  also  FCC  2d  (1980)  ( i.e .,  this 
order). 
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disclosed  during  an  inquiry,  nor  will 
they  be  cut  off. 

46.  However,  as  NT1A  pointed  out  in 
its  comments,  there  are  a  few  situations 
where  the  Commission  does  engage  in 
real  decision  making  pursuant  to  a 
notice  of  inquiry — for  example,  when  it 
contemplates  the  adoption  of  a  policy 
rather  than  a  rule.  In  these  situations, 
we  will  direct  that  ex  parte 
presentations  be  disclosed,  even  in  the 
absence  of  an  NPRM.  In  addition,  if  the 
Commission  issues  a  combination  NOI/ 
NPRM,  disclosure  and  cutoff  procedures 
will  apply  to  the  entire  proceeding. 

47.  Persons  affected.  Those  outside 
the  Commission  to  be  governed  by  the 
new  rules  will  be  "interested  persons,” 
which  term  is  defined  to  include  agents 
and  representatives.  Again,  it  is 
immaterial  whether  “representatives” 
act  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
those  whose  interests  are  represented. 
This  definition  also  applies  to 
adjudication  and  formal  rulemaking.  See 
amended  §  1.1201(e). 

48.  The  persons  covered  within  the 
Commission  will  be  the  Commissioners 
and  all  professional  employees  of  the 
agency.  Professional  employees  are 
lawyers,  engineers,  economists, 
accountants  and  any  other  staff 
members  having  substantive  input  into  a 
proceeding.  See  amended  §  1.1201(i). 

Staff  members,  however,  will  only  be 
considered  decision  makers  as  to  those 
proceedings  in  which  they  are  actually 
involved.  See  new  §  1.1213. 

49.  Types  of  contacts  affected.  The 
new  rules  will  govern  both  written  and 
oral  ex  parte  contacts.  However,  like  the 
interim  procedures,  they  will  only  cover 
ex  parte  "presentations,”  i.e„ 
communications  dealing  with  the  merits 
or  outcome  of  a  particular  proceeding. 
See  footnotes  2  and  21,  supra,  and 
authorities  cited  therein. 

50.  The  new  rules  are  also  similar  to 
the  interim  procedures  in  that  they  will 
not  apply  to  intra-agency  contacts. 
AMST  and  AT&T  urge  that  contacts 
between  the  Commissioners  and  the 
bureau  and  office  staffs  be  disclosed, 
but  in  our  view  this  would  inhibit  the 
free  exchange  of  views  between  the 
Commission  and  its  staff.  However,  in 
accordance  with  our  current  practice, 
we  will  disclose  specific  information 
generated  by  the  staff  to  the  extent 
required  by  such  cases  as  Portland 
Cement.24 

51.  The  new  rules  will  apply  to 
contacts  between  the  Commission  and 
other  governmental  bodies,  as  suggested 
by  NTIA  and  CMC.  The  only  exceptions 
to  this  will  be:  (1)  Litigation  contacts 


“See  footnote  11,  supra. 


with  the  Office  of  General  Counsel; 28  (2) 
contacts  involving  classified  security 
information; 26  and  (3)  contacts  with 
another  agency  or  department  in 
proceedings  where  the  Commission 
actually  shares  jurisdiction  with  that 
agency  or  department. 

52.  Disclosure:  Written  presentations 
initiated  by  persons  outside  the 
Commission.  Written  ex  parte 
presentations  will  continue  to  be 
disclosed.  In  order  to  facilitate  this,  any 
person  submitting  such  a  presentation  to 
the  Commission,  or  to  any  particular 
Commissioner  or  staff  member,  will  be 
required  to  submit  a  copy  of  the  same 
document  under  separate  cover  to  the 
Secretary’s  Office  for  inclusion  in  the. 
public  file.  The  document  must  indicate 
on  its  face  that  the  Secretary  has  been 
served,  and  must  also  indicate  by 
docket  number  the  particular 
proceeding(s)  to  which  it  relates. 

Written  submissions  that  do  not  meet 
these  requirements  will  be  treated  as 
unauthorized  and  will  not  be 
considered.  See  new  §  1.1231(b)(1). 

53.  Disclosure:  Oral  presentations 
initiated  by  persons  outside  the 
Commission.  By  far  the  most  criticized 
of  the  interim  procedures  has  been  the 
requirement  that  interested  persons 
initiating  oral  ex  parte  presentations 
provide  memoranda  of  the  subjects  they 
wish  to  discuss.27  The  commenting 
parties  principally  complain  that  this 
requirement  is  overly  burdensome, 
particularly  for  those  with  limited 
resources.  In  fact,  several  parties  state 
that  the  memo  requirement  is  so  onerous 
that  in  many  cases  it  will  deter  people 
from  communicating  with  the 
Commission,  thus  depriving  the  agency 
of  needed  information.  In  addition,  some 
parties  point  out  that  the  memos  are 
often  needlessly  cumulative,  in  that  they 
duplicate  material  already  in  the  public 
record.  On  reflection,  we  agree  with 
these  contentions,  and  so  we  will  no 
longer  require  that  memos  be  submitted 
in  connection  with  every  ex  parte 
presentation.  We  still  believe,  however, 
that  it  is  appropriate  for  the  written 
record  to  reflect  the  substance  of  oral  ex 
parte  presentations.  Accordingly,  we 
will  permit  an  interested  person  to 
follow  either  of  two  procedures.  If  he 
has  already  filed  written  comments  in  a 
proceeding,  he  may  rely  on  these 
comments  in  lieu  of  submitting  an 
additional  memorandum,  so  long  as  the 
substance  of  his  ex  parte  presentation  is 
reflected  in  the  comments  previously 


“See  existing  $  1.1227(c). 

“See  existing  §  1.1227(d). 

“Those  commenting  negatively  on  this 
requirement  were  AT&T,  AMST,  FCBA,  GTE,  FIT, 
Corwin  Moore,  NAB,  NCTA,  and  CMC. 


submitted.  If  he  has  not  filed  comments, 
wishes  to  go  beyond  his  comments  or 
change  his  position,  or  simply  wishes 
the  Commission  to  have  an  additional 
record,  he  may  bring  a  memo  to  the 
Secretary’s  Office  on  the  day  of  his 
presentation,  and  this  memo  will  be 
placed  in  the  public  file.  A  copy  of  the 
memorandum  should  also  be  left  with 
the  Commissioner  or  staff  member 
involved  in  the  presentation.  See  new 
§  1.1241(b)(2). 

54.  FIT  argues,  in  effect,  that  there  are 
some  things  that  cannot  be  fully 
explained  in  writing.  The  fact  that  we 
have  permitted  oral  presentations  to 
continue  in  most  informal  rulemakings 
demonstrates  that  we  recognize  their 
value.  Busy  Commissioners  do  not  have 
time  to  read  every  word  of  every  party’s 
comments;  therefore,  an  oral  discussion 
is  often  a  Commissioner’s  best  source  of 
information.  The  same  is  true  for  staff 
members  as  well.  However,  we  still 
believe  that,  in  order  to  assure  fairness, 
the  written  record  should  reflect  what  is 
said  and  done  during  ex  parte 
presentations  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible.  We  will  therefore  require 
interested  persons  to  see  to  it  that  this  is 
accomplished.  Massive  submissions  will 
not  be  necessary,  but  every  party 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
must  have  something  on  file  in  writing 
that  fairly  reflects  the  essence  of  his 
position. 

55.  The  requirement  that  oral 
presentations  “track”  the  written  record 
will  compel  interested  persons  to  be 
consistent  in  their  public  and  private 
statements  to  the  Commission.  We  think 
this  is  greatly  to  be  desired.  Several 
years  ago,  in  a  speech  to  the  FCBA, 
former  Chairman  Wiley  deplored  the 
practice  followed  by  some  parties  of 
asserting  one  position  in  public 
comments  and  another  during  ex  parte 
encounters.  This  practice  also  greatly 
disturbed  the  court  in  HBO,  and  it 
disturbs  us  as  well,  although  we  think  it 
happens  nowhere  near  as  often  as  the 
HBO  majority  appeared  to  believe. 
Therefore,  we  will  not  condone  this 
practice.  This  does  not  mean,  of  course, 
that  parties  may  not  keep  some 
information  confidential.  In  this  respect, 
we  intend  for  our  procedures  to  parallel 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.28  See 
the  comments  of  AT&T  and  NCTA.  With 
this  one  exception,  however,  interested 
persons  must  present  the  same  facts  and 
arguments  to  the  Commission  in  public 
as  they  do  in  private. 

56.  Disclosure:  Presentations  initiated 
by  persons  within  the  Commission.  As 
we  stated  in  our  initial  Notice  herein: 


“5U.S.C.  Section  552(b). 
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The  personnel  of  the  various  offices  and 
bureaus  constitute  an  important  source  of  the 
Commission's  expertise,  and  must  therefore 
be  allowed  considerable  freedom  to  compile 
the  data  which  is  the  underpinning  of  the 
rulemaking  process.  Specifically,  these  staff 
members  must  be  permitted  to  seek 
clarification  of  the  information  contained  in  a 
party's  comments,  as  well  as  to  elicit 
responses  and  further  information  from  other 
parties  where  such  actions  would  result  in  a 
more  complete  record. 

68  FCC  2d  at  809.  We  continue  to 
subscribe  to  these  views,  and  we  note 
that  there  is  no  disagreement  among  the 
commenting  parties  as  to  the  need  for 
staff  members  to  seek  this  information. 
Accordingly,  except  during  cutoff 
periods  (see  paras.  65-69,  infra), 
members  of  the  bureau  and  office  staffs 
will  be  permitted  to  contact  persons 
outside  the  Commission  regarding 
pending  rulemaking  proceedings. 
(Commissioners  and  their  personal 
staffs  would  not  normally  initiate  such 
contacts  with  persons  outside  the 
Commission,  but  may  do  so  if  they 
wish.) 

57.  In  some  cases  the  substance  of  a 
contact  initiated  inside  the  Commission 
will  not  already  be  reflected  in  the 
existing  record.  If  a  contact  results  in  a 
written  response,  that  gap  in  the  record 
is  easily  filled;  the  writing  can  simply  be 
placed  in  the  public  file.  On  occasion, 
however,  there  will  not  be  a  written 
response.29  In  those  instances,  we  are 
retaining  the  requirement  that  a 
memorandum  be  placed  in  the  public  file 
if,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission 
employee  involved,  the  information 
received  is  likely  to  have  a  significant 
bearing  on  the  outcome  of  the 
proceeding.  See  new  §  1.1231(b)(3).30 

58.  The  exact  method  for  disclosing 
such  information  will  be  slightly 
modified.  Under  the  interim  procedures, 
we  contemplated  disclosure  of  each 
significant  contact  as  it  occurred. 
However,  we  now  believe  that  such  one- 
at-a-time  disclosure  is  unnecessarily 
burdensome.  Therefore,  under  the 
permanent  rules,  it  will  be  sufficient  if 
the  staff  discloses  in  a  single  document 
all  significant  information  received 
diring  the  proceeding,  so  long  as  this  is 
done  before  cutoff  so  that  the  parties 
can  comment  on  the  document  if  they 
wish. 


“We  do  not  intend  to  request  written  responses 
in  all  cases.  Cf  the  comments  of  MAP. 

30  It  is  impossible  to  establish  criteria  in  advance 
for  identifying  "significant”  presentations,  since  the 
test  is  subjective.  That  is  to  say,  a  presentation  is 
significant  if  it  influences  the  Commissioner  or  staff 
member  who  receives  it.  If  the  presentation  does  not 
impress  the  decision  maker,  it  is  as  good  as  lost, 
and  there  is  no  point  in  disclosing  it.  But  if  it  does 
make  an  impact,  then  it  should  be  disclosed  so  that 
others  may  comment  on  it.. 


59.  IPIR  argues  that  all  contacts 
initiated  within  the  Commission  should 
be  disclosed,  regardless  of  their 
significance.  In  our  view,  this  argument 
presupposes  either  that  Commission 
employees  cannot  be  trusted  to  be 
candid  with  the  public,  or  that  they  are 
incapable  of  determining  which  contacts 
actually  influence  them.  We  reject  both 
these  premises,  and  thus  also  reject 
IPIR’s  contention  that  the  public  interest 
requires  the  imposition  of  this  onerous 
burden. 

60.  Disclosure:  Spontaneous  contacts. 
As  was  the  case  under  our  interim 
policy,  we  do  not  expect,  in  light  of  our 
permanent  procedures,  that  ex  parte 
presentations  will  be  made  in  the  course 
of  chance  encounters,  e.g.,  at 
professional  or  social  functions. 
However,  if  such  a  presentation  occurs, 
and  if  the  Commissioner  or  staff 
member  involved  concludes  (1)  that  the 
information  received  is  likely  to  have  a 
significant 31  bearing  on  the  outcome  of  a 
proceeding,  and  (2)  that  the  information 
is  not  already  in  the  public  record,  the 
Commissioner  or  staff  member  will  see 
to  it  that  the  information  and  its  source 
are  disclosed.  See  new  §  1.1231(b)(3). 

61.  IPIR  states  that  spontaneous  ex 
parte  contacts  should  be  prohibited. 
Again,  this  assumes  that  agency 
employees  are  unable  or  unwilling  to 
disclose  truly  significant  information — 
an  assumption  we  reject.  But  even  more 
fundamentally,  IPIR  misconstrues  the 
proper  role  of  Commissioners  and 
agency  staff.  One  of  the  most  frequent 
complaints  about  regulatory  agencies  is 
that  they  are  out  of  touch  with  those 
whose  lives  their  actions  affect.  To  the 
extent  this  is  true,  IPIR’s  proposal  would 
only  make  matters  worse,  for  IPIR 
would  require  that  Commissioners  and 
their  staffs  deliberately  isolate 
themselves  from  the  outside  world. 
Clearly,  this  would  not  be  in  the  public 
interest,  and  we  therefore  refuse  to 
prohibit  spontaneous  ex  parte  contacts. 

62.  Notice  and  opportunity  to  respond. 
The  Commission  already  has  procedures 
for  giving  public  notice  when  written 
comments  are  filed  in  rulemaking 
proceedings.  Since  oral  ex  parte 
presentations  initiated  outside  the 
agency  will  in  many  cases  be  reflective 
of  written  comments,  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  give  separate  notice  of  the 
substance  of  the  oral  contacts 
themselves.  However,  we  will  give 
notice  of  any  additional  memoranda 
that  are  filed.  In  addition,  we  believe 
that  the  public  is  entitled  to  know  when 
oral  presentations  to  Commissioners 
occur.  Accordingly,  as  suggested  by 
MAP  in  its  comments,  we  will 


s'  See  note  30.  supra. 


periodically  publish  lists  containing  the 
dates  of  all  meetings  and  telephone  calls 
between  Commissioners  and  persons 
outside  the  agency  in  which  ex  parte 
presentations  are  made.  (In  order  to 
facilitate  this  procedure,  persons 
meeting  or  phoning  the  Commissioners 
will  be  expected  to  identify  relevant 
proceedings  by  docket  number.)  We  will 
not  require  such  lists  to  be  kept  by  staff 
members.  In  our  view,  the  burden  this 
would  impose  on  the  staff  far  outweighs 
any  public  benefit  that  would  result 
from  the  release  of  this  information. 

63.  We  will  also  give  notice  of  written 
ex  parte  presentations.  In  addition,  we 
will  give  specific  notice  when 
memoranda  are  placed  in  the  file 
concerning  employee-initiated  or 
spontaneous  contacts. 

64.  Responses  to  written  or  oral  ex 
parte  presentations  may  be  made  at  any 
time  other  than  during  a  cutoff  period 
(see  para.  65,  infra).  Responses  should 
not  raise  new  matters  and  are  subject,  of 
course,  to  the  same  procedures  as  initial 
presentations.  See  new  §  1.1231(b)(5). 

65.  Cutoff.  We  will  continue  to  cut  off 
all  ex  parte  presentations  in  non- 
restricted  proceedings  at  the  time  when 
the  Commission  begins  its  final 
deliberations.  See  new  §  1.1231(a). 

During  the  cutoff  period,  all  ex  parte 
presentations  will  be  prohibited. 
(Contacts  between  the  Commission  and 
the  staff  will  of  course  be  permitted.) 

The  exact  cutoff  date  will  always  be  the 
date  on  which  a  draft  order  proposing  a 
substantive  disposition  of  the 
proceeding  is  formally  placed  on  the 
Sunshine  Agenda.  (The  agenda  item 
must  include  a  substantive  draft  order; 
an  interim  staff  report,  for  example,  will 
not  trigger  the  cutoff.)  We  will  give 
contemporaneous  notice  of  the  date 
when  cutoff  occurs  in  a  particular 
proceeding,  but  we  will  not  give  prior 
notice  of  that  date.  We  will  publish  at 
regular  intervals,  however,  a  calendar 
listing  the  proceedings  which  we  intend 
to  take  up  in  the  secceeding  months.  In 
that  way,  interested  persons  will  have  at 
least  a  rough  idea  of  the  time  when  the 
Commission  will  be  acting  on  a 
particular  matter. 

66.  The  cutoff  period  will  continue 
until  the  Commission  has  acted  on  the 
draft  order  presented  by  the  staff,  and  a 
final  order  has  been  released.32  At  that 
time,  ex  parte  presentations  will  again 
be  permitted.  Thus,  unlike  the  interim 
procedures,  the  rules  we  adopt  today  do 
permit  ex  parte  presentations  during  the 
period  when  a  matter  is  subject  to 


“If  the  Commission  does  not  issue  a  final  order, 
but  instead  returns  the  matter  to  the  staff  for  further 
consideration,  ex  parte  presentations  will  again  be 
permitted  until  such  time  as  another  substantive 
draft  order  is  presented. 
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reconsideration  by  the  Commission.  Of 
course,  these  presentations  must  also  be 
disclosed,  and  contacts  will  again  be  cut 
off  when  a  draft  reconsideration  order  is 
placed  on  the  agenda. 

67.  AMST  argues  that  it  is  precisely 
during  final  deliberations  that  ex  parte 
contacts  are  most  needed.  We  believe, 
however,  that  it  is  more  important 
during  this  period  to  be  free  from  any 
hint  of  external  pressure,  so  that  our 
decisions  may  be,  and  be  perceived  to 
be,  as  objective  and  well  reasoned  as 
possible.  Interested  persons  will  have 
plenty  of  time  to  present  their  views  on 
a  pending  matter  before  the  cutoff 
period  begins,  and  they  will  have 
additional  time  after  the  Commission 
acts  if  the  matter  is  still  subject  to 
reconsideration.  Given  these  ample 
opportunities  to  communicate  with  the 
agency,  we  think  that  a  short  period 
when  access  to  the  Commission  is 
denied  is  a  small  price  for  interested 
persons  to  pay.  In  any  case,  it  is  a 
necessary  price  if  the  Commission  is  to 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  public  and 
the  courts. 

68.  AT&T  and  Corwin  Moore  suggest 
that,  to  enable  the  Commission  to 
receive  fresh  input,  the  cutoff  on  ex 
parte  contacts  should  be  lifted  if  the  - 
Commission  does  not  act  in  a 
proceeding  within  a  reasonable  time. 

We  think  we  have  responded  to  this 
concern  by  limiting  the  cutoff  period  to 
the  relatively  brief  time  when  the 
Commission  is  actively  considering  a 
draft  order.  Thus,  if  relevant  new 
information  does  surface,  either  before 
or  after  a  cutoff  period,  it  can  be  brought 
to  the  Commission’s  attention.  However, 
if  such  information  is  the  subject  of  an 
oral  ex  parte  presentation,  it  should  also 
be  submitted  in  writing.  See  paras.  53- 
55,  supra. 

69.  AT&T  also  disagrees  with  our 
decision  not  to  give  prior  notice  of  the 
cutoff  date.  However,  we  continue  to 
believe  that* there  should  not  be  prior 
notice  of  this  date  in  order  to  prevent  a 
“last  minute  rush"  of  persons  wishing  to 
have  the  final  word  on  a  particular 
matter.  There  may  be  some  ex  parte 
statements  left  unrebutted  because  of 
the  advent  of  the  cutoff  period,  but  these 
should  be  few  in  numberbecause  of  the 
requirements  that  outsider-initiated 
presentations  track  written  submissions 
and  that  insider-initiated  presentations 
be  disclosed  in  advance  of  cutoff.  In  any 
event,  prior  notice  would  not  make  it 
less  likely  that  last  minute  ex  parte 
presentations  would  go  unrebutted;  the 
effect  would  probably  be  just  the 
opposite.  Finally,  reconsideration  would 
be  available  in  the  unlikely  event  that 
the  Commission  did  base  an  order  in 


part  on  an  ex  parte  presenation  that 
there  had  been  no  opportunity  to  rebut. 

70.  Unauthorized  presentations. 
Obviously,  there  will  be  fewer 
unauthorized  ex  parte  presentations  in 
non-restricted  proceedings  than  in 
restricted  proceedings,  since  in  the 
former  category  most  contacts  are 
permitted.  However,  some  presentations 
are  clearly  unauthorized  even  in  non- 
restricted  proceedings,  including;  (1) 

Oral  presentations  that  do  not  track 
written  submissions;  (2)  written 
presentations  that  are  not  served  on  the 
Secretary;  (3)  all  presentations  during 
cutoff  periods.  If  such  presentations 
occur,  they  will  be  handled  just  as  in 
restricted  proceedings,  and  we  are 
amending  §  §  1.1241  and  1.1243  to  that 
effect.  Also,  in  accordance  with  MAP’s 
suggestions,  we  are  amending  §  1.1245 
to  cover  non-restricted  proceedings. 

That  section  requires  persons  who 
become  aware  of  unauthorized  ex  parte 
presentations  to  inform  the  Commission. 

71.  Sanctions.  The  procedures  for  non- 
restricted  rulemakings  that  we  have 
outlined  above  can  only  be  successful 
with  the  cooperation  of  those  outside 
the  Commission.  We  trust  that  the 
procedures  will  not  be  abused.  In  the 
unlikely  event  that  such  abuse  does 
occur,  however,  we  will  not  hesitate  to 
invoke  the  same  sanction  procedures 
that  apply  in  restricted  proceedings.  See, 
in  this  regard,  the  comments  of  CMC. 
There  is  one  exception  to  this  general 
rule.  In  no  non-restricted  rulemaking 
will  we  decline  to  follow  a  particular 
course  of  action  merely  because  it  has 
been  advocated  in  an  impermissible 
manner;  in  our  view,  that  would  be  an 
inappropriate  response  in  the  policy 
making  context.  We  will,  however,  take 
action  against  rule  violators  themselves, 
e.g.,  by  disqualifying  them  from  further 
participation  in  a  proceeding.  See 
amended  §  1.1251. 

Other  Matters 

72.  Corwin  Moore  states  that  any 
rules  we  adopt  should  be  written  in 
“plain  English.”  We  have  tried  to  make 
the  rules  as  intelligible  as  possible,  and 
we  hope  that  this  order  and  the  various 
public  notices  we  plan  to  release  will 
make  them  even  more  readily 
understandable.  However,  the  rules  are 
complex,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  mislead 
anyone  by  providing  “explanations” 
that  are  really  oversimplifications.  We 
have  attempted,  therefore,  to 
communicate  at  a  level  appropriate  to 
the  subject  matter  of  this  proceeding, 
and  we  believe  we  have  succeeded  in 
that  effort. 

73.  Mr.  Moore  also  suggests  that  a  list 
be  provided  of  the  proceedings  in  which 
the  ex  parte  procedures  apply.  We 


agree,  and  will  provide  such  a  list  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  new  rules 
become  effective.  We  will  make  periodic 
efforts  to  update  this  list.  In  addition,  we 
will  give  specific  notice  whenever  ex 
parte  contacts  are  cut  off  in  non- 
restricted  proceedings. 

74.  SCRRBA  asks  that  we  take  into 
consideration  the  difficulties  inherent  in 
participating  in  Commission  proceedings 
from  places  other  than  Washington,  and 
especially  from  the  West  Coast. 
Obviously,  we  cannot  equalize 
opportunities;  in  most  cases  those 
outside  of  Washington  will  have  to  rely 
on  the  telephone  and  the  mails  rather 
than  face-to-face  contact  with  the 
Commission  and  its  staff.  However, 
SCRRBA  and  others  similarly  situated 
should  be  assured  that  we  will  do  our 
best  to  see  that  no  one  is  prejudiced,  or 
foreclosed  from  effective  participation  in 
a  proceeding,  because  of  his 
geographical  location.  The  extensive 
notice  procedures  that  we  have  devised 
should  be  particularly  helpful  in  this 
regard. 

75.  Finally,  IPIR  suggests  that  we 
adopt  a  term  other  than  “ex  parte”  for 
use  in  connection  with  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings.  Were  we 
writing  on  a  clean  slate,  we  would 
attempt  to  do  so.  However,  the  term 
seems  to  have  “crossed  over"  from 
adjudication  to  rulemaking,  and  we  see 
little  point  in  departing  from  what  has 
now  become  accepted  usage. 

Conclusion 

76.  In  sum,  the  Commission  has 
concluded,  after  careful  consideration, 
that  ex  parte  presentations  need  be 
prohibited  only  in  those  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings  involving 
“competing  claims  to  a  valuable 
privilege,”  as  that  term  is  used  in  Action 
for  Children’s  Television.  In  all  other 
informal  rulemakings,  ex  parte 
presentations  will  be  permitted  (except 
during  cutoff  periods),  but  will  be 
disclosed  once  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  has  been  issued.  We 
recognize  that  this  result  is  not 
consistent  with  the  letter  of  Home  Box 
Office  (although,  as  discussed  in  para. 

29  above,  we  now  believe  that  it  is  fully 
consistent  with  ACT).  We  respectfully 
submit,  however,  that  our  response  to 
the  ex  parte  “problem”  is  sufficient  to 
alleviate  all  of  the  HBO  majority’s 
concerns;  all  we  have  done  is  assert  our 
right  under  the  Communications  Act  to 
determine  the  best  way  of  conducting 
our  own  proceedings.  We  therefore  hope 
that  our  decision  will  not  be  viewed  as 
an  attempt  to  defy  the  court,  but  rather 
as  an  effort  to  carry  out  our  role  as  a 
partner  with  the  court  in  the 
administrative  process. 
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77.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  are 
amended  in  the  manner  indicated  in 
Appendix  B  of  this  order. 

78.  It  is  further  ordered  that  these 
amendments  to  the  Commission’s  rules 
shall  become  effective  on  July  1, 1980 
and,  at  that  time,  shall  supersede  the 
interim  procedures  announced  in  our 
Notice  in  this  docket.33 

79.  It  is  further  ordered  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

80.  Authority  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  Sections  4(i),  4(j),  and 
303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  Sections 
154(i],  154(j),  303(r). 

Secs.  4,  303,  48  stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission.34 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A — Parties  Filing  Comments  and 
Reply  Comments  in  Gen.  Docket  78-167 
American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company 

Association  of  Maximum  Service  Telecasters 
Communications  Media  Center,  New  York 
Law  School  . 

Federal  Communications  Bar  Association 

Forrest  Industries  Telecommunications 

GTE  Service  Corporation 

Institute  for  Public  Interest  Representation 

MCI  Telecommunications  Corporation,  et  al. 

Media  Access  Project 

Mr.  Corwin  D.  Moore,  Jr. 

National  Association  of  Broadcasters 
National  Cable  Television  Association 
National  Telecommunications  and 
Information  Administration 
Southern  California  Repeater  and  Remote 
Base  Association 

Appendix  B — Text  of  Amendments  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules 

1.  Section  1.415  is  amended  by  adding 
a  note  after  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.415  Comments  and  replies. 

***** 

(d)  No  additional  comments  may  be 
filed  unless  specifically  requested  or 
authorized  by  the  Commission. 

Note. — In  some  (but  not  all)  rule  making 
proceedings,  interested  persons  may  also 
communicate  with  the  Commission  and  its 
staff  on  an  ex  parte  basis,  provided  certain 
procedures  are  followed.  See  §§  1.420  and 


33  The  rules  as  amended  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  However,  since  the  changes 
adopted  concern  Commission  practice  and 
procedure,  we  need  not  comply  with  the  APA 
requirement  that  certain  rules  not  become  effective 
until  30  days  after  they  are  published.  See  5  U.S.C. 
553(e). 

34  See  attached  Statement  of  Commissioner  Jones 
in  which  Commissioner  Washburn  joins. 


1.1201  et  seq.  See  also - FCC  2d - 

(1980)  [i.e.,  this  order). 

***** 

2.  Section  1.1201  is  amended  by 
amending  paragraphs  (a),  (c),  (e),  adding 
a  Note  to  paragraph  (f)  and  (g)  and  by 
adding  paragraphs  (h)  and  (i)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1201  Definitions. 

(a)  Restricted  proceeding.  A 
proceeding  of  the  type  listed  in  §  1.1203 
or  §  1.1207. 

***** 

(c)  Decision-making  Commission 
personnel.  All  Commission  personnel 
listed  in  §§  1.1205, 1.1209  and  1.1213. 
***** 

(e)  Interested  person.  Any  person 
having  a  direct  or  indirect  interest  in  the 
outcome  of  a  restricted  proceeding  or  a 
non-restricted  rule  making  proceeding, 
including  the  following: 

(1)  Parties  to  the  proceeding. 

(2)  Any  other  person  who  might  be 
aggrieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the 
outcome  of  the  proceeding.  See  Sections 
402(b)(6)  and  405  of  the  Communications 
Act,  as  amended;  see  also  28  U.S.C. 

2344. 

(3)  Agents  for  parties  or  for  other 
persons  who  might  be  aggrieved  or 
adversely  affected  by  the  outcome  of  the 
proceeding,  including  attorneys  and 
consulting  engineers. 

(4)  Persons  representing  the  interests 
of  parties  to  the  proceeding  or  of  others 
who  might  be  aggrieved  or  adversely 
affected  by  the  outcome  of  the 
proceeding,  whether  or  not  such  persons 
act  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
those  whose  interests  they  represent. 

(f)  Presentation.  Any  communication 
going  to  the  merits  or  outcome  of  a 
proceeding. 

Note. — The  term  “presentation”  is 
narrower  than  the  general  term 
"communication.”  For  a  discussion  of  the 
term  “presentation,”  see  1  FCC  2d  49  (1965), 

at  paragraphs  19-25; - FCC  2d - (1980) 

[i.e.,  this  order),  at  paragraphs  2,  39,  49  &  nn.2, 
21. 

(g)  Ex  parte  presentation.  (1)  Any 
written  presentation,  made  to  decision¬ 
making  personnel  by  another  person, 
which  is  not  served  on  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  See  §§  1.47  and  1.211. 

Note. — Comments  and  reply  comments 
submitted  in  informal  rule  making 
proceedings  pursuant  to  §  §  1.415  and  1.419 
are  not  considered  ex  parte  presentations 
even  though  they  are  not  served  on  other 
parties. 

(2)  Any  oral  presentation,  made  to 
decision-making  personnel  by  any  other 
person,  without  advance  notice  to  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  and 
opportunity  for  them  to  be  present. 


(h)  Non-restricted  rule  making 
proceeding.  A  proceeding  of  the  type 
listed  in  §  1.1211. 

(i)  Professional  employees.  Lawyers, 
engineers,  economists,  accountants,  and 
any  other  staff  members  having 
substantive  input  into  a  proceeding. 

3.  Section  1.1207(d)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1.1207  Restricted  rule  making 
proceedings. 

Except  as  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  the  following  rule  making 
proceedings  are  “restricted”  from  the 
day  they  are  instituted  until  they  have 
been  decided  by  the  Commission  and 
are  no  longer  subject  to  reconsideration 
by  the  Commission  or  review  by  any 
court. 


(d)  Any  informal  rule  making 
proceeding  which,  in  the  Commission’s 
judgment,  involves  “competing  claims  to 
a  valuable  privilege.”  Such  proceedings 
will  be  deemed  “restricted”  from  the 
date  on  which  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  issued. 

4.  Section  1.1209  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  paragraph  after 
paragraph  (h)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1209  Decision-making  Commission 
personnel  (restricted  rule  making 
proceedings). 

The  following  categories  of  persons 
are  designated  as  decision-making 
Commission  personnel  in  restricted  rule 
making  proceedings,  other  than  informal 
rule  making  proceedings: 

***** 

In  a  restricted  informal  rule  making 
proceeding,  the  Commissioners  and  all 
professional  employees  of  the  agency 
who  are  involved  in  the  proceeding  are 
considered  decision-making  personnel. 

5.  A  new  §  1.1211  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1211.  Non-restricted  rule  making 
proceedings. 

Any  informal  rule  making  proceeding 
which,  in  the  Commission’s  judgment, 
does  not  involve  “competing  claims  to  a 
valuable  privilege”  is  a  non-restricted 
rule  making  proceeding. 

6.  A  new  §  1.1213  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1213  Decision-making  Commission 
personnel  (non-restricted  rule  making 
proceedings). 

In  a  non-restricted  rule  making 
proceeding,  the  Commissioners  and  all 
professional  employees  of  the  agency 
who  are  involved  in  the  proceeding  are 
considered  decision-making  personnel. 

7.  A  new  §  1.1229  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  1.1229  Presentations  prohibited  in 
restricted  informal  rule  making 
proceedings. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  1.1227,  once  a 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  has  been 
issued  in  a  restricted  informal  rule 
making  proceeding,  persons  outside  the 
Commission  are  prohibited  from  directly 
or  indirectly  making  or  attempting  to 
make  any  written  or  oral  ex  parte 
presentation  until  the  proceeding  has 
been  decided  by  the  Commission  and  is 
no  longer  subject  to  reconsideration  by 
the  Commission  or  review  by  any  court. 

8.  A  new  §  1.1231  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.1231  Presentations  in  non-restricted 
informal  rule  making  proceedings. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  1.1227, 
once  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
has  been  issued  in  a  non-restricted 
informal  rule  making  proceeding,  ex 
parte  presentations  are  prohibited 
between  the  time  a  draft  order 
proposing  a  substantive  disposition  of 
any  such  proceeding  is  placed  on  the 
Commission’s  Sunshine  Agenda  and  the 
time  the  Commission  acts  on  that  draft 
order,  and  either  releases  a  final  order 
or  returns  the  matter  to  the  staff  for 
further  consideration. 

(b)  At  all  other  times  in  non-restricted 
informal  rule  making  proceedings,  ex 
parte  presentations  are  permitted. 
However,  once  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  has  been  issued,  the 
following  procedures  must  be  observed 
(except  with  respect  to  communications 
permitted  under  §  1.1227)  until  the 
proceeding  has  been  decided  by  the 
Commission  and  is  no  longer  subject  to 
reconsideration  by  the  Commission  or 
review  by  any  court: 

(1)  Written  ex  parte  presentations 
initiated  by  persons  outside  the 
Commission.  No  interested  person  may 
submit  a  written  ex  parte  presentation 
to  a  Commissioner  or  Commission  staff 
member  unless  that  person  also  submits 
a  copy  of  that  presentation  under 
separate  cover  to  the  Commission's 
Secretary  for  inclusion  in  the  public 
record.  The  presentation  must  indicate 
on  its  face  that  a  copy  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  and  must 
indicate  by  docket  number  the  particular 
proceeding(s)  to  which  it  relates. 

(2)  Oral  ex  parte  presentations 
initiated  by  persons  outside  the 
Commission.  No  interested  person  may 
present  data  or  arguments  in  an  oral  ex 
parte  presentation  which  are  not 
already  reflected  either  in  written 
comments  previously  submitted  in  the 
relevant  proceeding,  or  in  a  written 
memorandum  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
(with  a  copy  to  the  Commissioner  or 


staff  member  involved)  on  the  day  of  the 
presentation. 

(3)  Ex  parte  presentations  initiated  by 
persons  within  the  Commission; 
spontaneous  ex  parte  presentations.  A 
Commissioner  or  professional  employee 
of  the  agency  who  initiates  an  ex  parte 
presentation  or  is  involved  in  a 
spontaneous  ex  parte  presentation  must 
insure  that  any  significant  data  or 
arguments  presented  thereby  are 
reflected  in  the  public  record  before  the 
Commission  issues  a  final  order  in  the 
relevant  proceeding. 

(4)  Notice.  The  Commission  will  give 
notice  of  written  ex  parte  presentations 
and  of  memoranda  reflecting  oral  ex 
parte  presentations.  It  will  not  give 
separate  notice  of  oral  presentations  the 
substance  of  which  are  already  reflected 
in  written  comments  filed  pursuant  to 

§  1.415.  However,  it  will  publish  lists 
containing  the  dates  of  all  meetings 
between  Commissioners  and  persons 
outside  the  agency  in  which  ex  parte 
presentations  are  made. 

(5)  Opportunity  to  respond.  Responses 
to  written  or  oral  ex  parte  presentations 
may  be  made  at  any  time  except  when 
prohibited  by  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section.  Responses  should  not  raise  new 
matters  and  are  subject  to  the  same 
procedures  as  initial  presentations. 

9.  Section  1.1241  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1241  Written  ex  parte 
communications. 

***** 

(f)  The  procedures  oulined  in 
paragraphs  (a)-(e)  of  this  section  will 
also  apply  in  non-restricted  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings. 

10.  Section  1.1243  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1243  Oral  ex  parte  communications. 

***** 

(f)  The  procedures  butlined  in 
paragraphs  (a)-(e)  of  this  section  will 
also  apply  in  non-restricted  informal 
rulemaking  proceedings. 

11.  Section  1.1245  is  revised  to  read: 

§  1.1245  Disclosure  of  information 
concerning  ex  parte  presentations. 

Any  party  to  a  restricted  proceeding 
or  a  non-restricted  informal  rulemaking 
proceeding  who  has  substantial  reason 
to  believe  that  an  unauthorized  ex  parte 
presentation  has  been  solicited, 
attempted  or  made,  or  who  has 
information  regarding  such  a 
presentation,  shall  promptly  advise  the 
Executive  Director  in  writing  of  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances  concerning  that 
presentation  which  are  known  to  him. 

12.  Section  1.1251  is  amended  by 
adding  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 


§  1.1251  Sanctions. 

(d)  The  sanctions  outlined  in 
paragraphs  (a)(1),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this 
section  will  also  apply  in  non-restricted 
informal  rulemaking  proceedings.  The 
sanction  outlined  in  paragraph  (a)(2)  of 
this  section  will  not  apply  in  non- 
restricted  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings. 

June  11. 1980. 

Dissenting  Statement  by  Commissioner 
Anne  P.  Jones  in  which  Commissioner 
Abbott  Washburn  Joins 

In  Re:  Ex  Parte  Policy  and  Rules  During 
Informal  Rulemaking  Proceedings 

I  agree  with  Commissioner  Washburn 
that  the  rules  adopted  by  this  Report 
and  Order  are  not  required  by  law  or 
desirable  as  a  matter  of  policy.  Indeed,  I 
strongly  believe  that  they  are  contrary 
to  the  public  interest. 

In  rulemaking  the  purpose  is  not,  as  it 
is  in  adjudication,  to  determine  the 
rights  of  specific  parties.  In  rulemaking 
there  are  no  “parties”  with  "rights”  in 
the  sense  that  there  are  in  adjudicatory 
proceedings.  The  purpose  of  a 
rulemaking  is  to  establish  sound  public 
policy  in  the  broad  public  interest,  and  < 
in  such  an  effort  the  paramount  need  is 
not  fairness,  but  wisdom.  The  evil  in 
these  new  rules  is  that  they  hinder 
access  by  Commission  decision  makers 
to  wisdom  outside  the  Commission. 

As  I  understand  the  discussion  of  ex 
parte  communications  in  the  Home  Box 
Office  per  curiam  opinion,  that  opinion 
rests  on  the  notion  that  valid  rulemaking 
requires  a  “whole  record"  containing  the 
“real”  reasons  for  the  outcome  of  the 
proceeding.  “Even  the  possibility  that 
there  is  *  *  *  one  administrative  record 
for  the  public  and  this  court  and  another 
for  the  Commission  and  those  ‘in  the 
know’  is  intolerable."  567  F.2d  54.  The 
court  did  not  explain  why  such  a 
possibility  is  intolerable. 

In  Action  for  Children’s  Television, 
however,  Judge  Tamm  considered,  and 
in  my  judgment  refuted,  the  myth  of  the 
“whole  record.” 

“If  we  go  as  far  as  Home  Box  Office  does 
in  its  ex  parte  ruling  in  ensuring  a  ‘whole 
record’  for  our  review,  why  not  go  further  to 
require  the  decision-maker  to  summarize  and 
make  available  for  public  comment  every 
status  inquiry  from  a  Congressman  or  any 
germane  material — say  a  newspaper 
editorial — that  he  or  she  reads  or  their 
evening-hour  ruminations?  See  generally 
Davis,  supra.  Section  13.12  (Supp.  1970).  In 
the  end,  why  not  administer  a  lie-detector 
test  to  ascertain  whether  the  required 
summary  is  an  accurate  and  complete  one? 
The  problem  is  obviously  a  matter  of  degree, 
and  the  appropriate  line  must  be  drawn 
somewhere."  564  F.2d  at  477. 
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If  one  puts  aside  the  irrelevant 
concept  of  “fairness”  and  the  myth  of  a 
truly  “whole  record”,  the  function  of, 
and  proper  limitations  on,  comments  in 
ordinary  informal  rulemaking 
proceedings  become,  in  my  judgment, 
clear.  The  function  of  such  comments  is 
to  inform  the  judgment  of  the  decision 
maker  and  the  limitations  on  them 
should  be  none. 

I  came  to  the  Commission,  after  the 
Interim  Policy  which  these  new  rules 
supplant  was  adopted,  so  I  am  not  able 
to  draw,  as  Commissioner  Washburn 
does,  on  prior  experience  in  gauging  the 
“chilling  effect”  of  that  Policy.  I  do  know 
that  again  and  again  in  conversations 
with  individuals  interested  in  the 
Commission  and  matters  before  it 
question  has  been  raised  whether 
something  could  be  discussed  because 
of  the  ex  parte  limitations.  I  have  often 
wondered  whether  what  might  have 
been  said  could  have  aided  my 
understanding  of  a  rulemaking  and 
helped  me  in  some  way  to  reach  a  wiser 
decision  in  it.  I  have  also  wondered 
what  purpose  was  served  by  denying  me 
what  ever  help  the  "chilled”  comment 
might  have  given. 

To  the  argument  that  any  comment  on 
a  rulemaking  worth  making  or  hearing 
should  be  reduced  to  writing  and  placed 
in  the  record  my  response  is  that  I  agree. 
There  is  always  danger  that  even  the 
most  trenchant  oral  comment  will  be 
forgotten,  and  I  therefore  urge  anyone 
who  wishes  to  comment  on  a 
rulemaking  to  submit  the  comment  in 
writing  for  the  record  before  the  end  of 
the  prescribed  comment  period.  I  do  not, 
however,  agree  that  only  comments 
worth  writing  down  and  formally 
submitting  are  worth  making  or  hearing. 
For  one  thing,  it  is  not  always  clear  at 
the  time  a  comment  is  made  just  how 
important  it  is  (it  is  precisely  this  fact 
that  causes  me  to  doubt  that  the  new 
rules  will  work  as  they  are  intended). 
For  another  thing,  it  seems  to  me  that 
even  a  half-forgotten  remark  can  often 
aid  understanding,  and  I  therefore  do 
not  depreciate  comments  which  are 
merely  oral. 

Having  said  that  I  disagree  with  the 
new  rules  and  doubt  they  will  work  as 
intended.  I  would  like  to  focus  on  two 
provisions  which  seem  to  me  especially 
wrongheaded:  the  cut-off  period  and  the 
sanction  for  noncompliance. 

Paragraph  71  of  the  Report  and  Order 
discusses  the  matter  of  sanctions  and  it 
ends  by  saying  “[w]e  will .  .  .  take 
action  against  rule  violators  themselves, 
e.g.,  by  disqualifying  them  from  further 
participation  in  a  proceeding.”  I  cannot 


believe  that  the  Commission  can  or  will 
refuse  to  consider  cogent  comments  on  a 
rulemaking  merely  because  they  are 
from  a  violator  of  the  ex  parte  rules. 

Such  a  sanction  would  make  sense  in  a 
proceeding  in  which  only  that  person's 
interest  was  at  stake,  but  makes  no 
sense  at  all  in  a  rulemaking  proceeding, 
in  which  that  person’s  interest,  however 
substantial,  is  a  secondary 
consideration.  Since  even  a  rule 
violator’s  comments  may  help  us 
establish  a  good  rule  (or  avoid  a  bad 
one)  for  the  whole  country,  to  employ 
exclusion  as  a  sanction  would  be  a 
classic  case  of  cutting  off  one’s  nose  to 
spite  one’s  face. 

As  to  the  cut-off,  I  believe  this  is  the 
worst  feature  of  a  bad  set  of  rules.  In 
paragraph  87,  the  Commission  notes 
AMST’s  argument  that  it  is  precisely 
during  final  deliberations  that  ex  parte 
contacts  are  most  needed.  In  my  view 
that  argument  is  unanswerable. 

I  believe  it  is  no  reproach  to  either 
commissioners  or  staff  to  say  that  this 
cut-off  provision  makes  commissioners 
in  an  important  degree  captives  of  the 
staff,  and  that  that  is  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  Given  the  bulk  of  the 
record  in  some  rulemakings  it  is  simply 
not  possible  in  some  of  them  for 
commissioners  or  their  personal  staffs  to 
examine  the  record  first-hand  in  detail. 
In  such  cases  commissioners  are  heavily 
dependent  upon  the  Commission  staffs 
summary  of  the  record  and  analysis  of 
what  it  implies,  and  such  summary  and 
analysis  is  not  infrequently  available  to 
commissioners  and  their  assistants  only 
at  or  shortly  before  the  time  when  the 
matter  is  put  on  the  “Sunshine  Agenda". 

If  the  Commission’s  staff  were 
infallible,  it  would  perhaps  not  matter 
that  this  cutoff  will  preclude 
commissioners  from  obtaining  outside 
advice  on  staff  views  and 
recommendations  before  having  to  vote 
on  them.  But  of  course  the  staff, 
although  very  good,  is  not  infallible,  and 
I  believe  that  the  “take  it  or  leave  it" 
effect  which  this  cutoff  will  have  will 
make  it  very  hard  for  commissioners  to 
avoid  simply  rubberstamping  the  staff  s 
position.  I  don’t  believe  this  effect  is 
consistent  with  the  prerogatives  and 
responsibilities  of  commissioners  under 
the  Communications  Act  and  I  therefore 
dissent  especially  and  emphatically 
from  this  provision. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20198  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 
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47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-25;  RM-3477] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Centralia,  Mo.; 
Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule  (Report  and  Order). 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  assigns  a 
Class  A  FM  channel  to  Centralia, 
Missouri,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed 
by  Kenneth  W.  Kuenzie  and  Ronald  W. 
Wenneker.  The  channel  can  be  used  to 
provide  a  first  local  aural  broadcast 
service  to  the  community. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  7, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mildred  B.  Nesterak,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(5),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Centralia,  Missouri), 
BC  Docket  No.  80-25,  RM-3477. 

Report  and  Order — Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted:  June  20, 1980. 

Released:  June  30, 1980. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under 
consideration  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making,  adopted  January  22, 1980, 
45  FR  6972,  proposing  the  assignment  of 
Channel  221A  to  Centralia,  Missouri,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Kenneth 
W.  Kuenzie  and  Ronald  W.  Wenneker 
("petitioners”).  Supporting  comments 
were  filed  by  petitioners  reaffirming 
their  intention  to  apply  for  the  channel, 
if  assigned.  No  oppositions  to  the 
proposal  have  been  received. 

2.  Centralia  (pop.  3,623), 1  in  Boone 
County  (pop.  80,000)  is  located 
approximately  200  kilometers  (125  miles) 
west  of  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  It  has  no 
local  aural  broadcast  service. 

3.  Petitioners  state  that  Centralia  is  an 
important  agricultural  area  in  which 
there  are  several  industries,  including 
publishing  and  electronics.  They  have 
submitted  sufficient  information  with 
respect  to  Centralia  and  its  need  for  a 
first  FM  assignment. 

4.  We  believe  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  assignment  of 
FM  Channel  221A  to  Centralia.  An 
interest  has  been  expressed  for  its  use, 
and  such  an  assignment  could  provide 


1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 
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the  community  with  a  first  local  aural 
broadcast  service. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
ordered,  That  effective  August  7, 1980, 
§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
the  FM  Table  of  Assignments,  as- 
regards  the  community  listed  below,  is 
amended,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Centralia,  Missouri . — - — 

221A 

6.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein  is  contained  in  Sections  4(i), 
5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

8.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Mildred  B. 
Nesterak,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632- 
7792. 

(Secs.  4,  5,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,- 1068, 
1068, 1082;  (47  U.S.C.  154, 155,  303)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Henry  L  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20194  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  95 

Establishment  of  System  Licensing  in 
the  General  Mobile  Radio  Service; 
Correction 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commmission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule,  correction. 

summary:  The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  published  regulations  at  45 
FR  42623,  June  25, 1980,  establishing  a 
system  licensing  in  the  General  Mobile 
Radio  Service.  This  document  corrects  a 
paragraph  reference  in  Section 
95.15(a)(8)  and  also  corrects  Section 
95.17  to  show  that  paragraph  (f)  was  a 


misdesignation.  The  correct  paragraph 
designation  should  have  been  (e). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  30, 1980. 
address:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  B.  Johnston,  Private  Radio  Bureau, 
1919  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20554,  (202)  254-6884. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Released:  July  7, 1980. 

In  the  matter  of  establishment  of 
system  licensing  in  the  general  mobile 
radio  service. 

1.  The  rules  appended  to  the  Order  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding, 
released  June  18, 1980,  FCC  80-336, 
should  be  corrected  as  shown  below. 

2.  The  first  sentence  of  Section 
95.15(a)(8)  should  read: 

(8)  Application  is  made  for  a  land 
mobile  radio  system  (see  Section 
95.17(e)). 

The  remainder  of  the  text  of  Section 
95.15(a)(8)  remains  the  same. 

3.  A  new  paragraph  (f)  was  added  to 
Section  95.17.  This  new  paragraph 
should  have  been  designated  paragraph 
(e),  since  there  is  already  an  existing 
paragraph  (f). 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20316  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control 
31  CFR  Part  535 

Iranian  Assets  Control  Regulations; 
Corrections 

agency:  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control,  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
action:  Correction. 

summary:  This  correction  document 
corrects  two  typographical  errors  in  the 


Regulations.  The  first  appeared  in  FR 
Document  80-10905,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  9, 1980  (45  FR 
24434).  The  second  appeard  in  FR 
Document  80-17049,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  3, 1980  (45  FR 
37679J.Q02 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dennis  M.  O’Connell,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control, 
Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20220,  (202)  376-0395. 

In  FR  Document  80-10905,  at  page 
24434  in  the  Federal  Register  of  April  9, 
1980,  the  reference  in  the  first  line  of 
§  535.423(a)  was  to  read 
’’§  535.206(a)(2)”  instead  of 
“§  535.206(b)."  As  corrected,  section 
535.423(a)  should  read  as  follows: 

§  535.423  Customary  international 
commercial  terms. 

(a)  Section  535.206(a)(2)  prohibits  the 
sale  to  Iran,  any  Iranian  entity  or  any 
person  in  Iran  of  any  commodity  on 
conditions  markedly  different  from 
those  customarily  offered  by  sellers  of 
that  commodity  in  terms  of  price, 
method  of  payment  and  time  of 
payment. 

***** 

In  FR  Document  80-17049,  at  page 
37679  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June  3, 
1980,  the  citation  of  authorities  at  the 
end  of  the  amendment  to  the  Iranian 
Assets  Control  Regulations  is  incorrect. 
As  corrected,  the  citation  should  read  as 
follows: 

(Secs.  201-207, 91  Stat.  1626,  50  U.S.C.  1701- 
1706;  EO  No.  12170,  44  FR  65729;  EO  No. 
12205,  45  FR  24099:  EO  No.  12211,  45*tR 
26685.) 

Dated:  July  2. 1980. 

Dennis  M.  O'Connell, 

Acting  Director. 

Approved; 

Richard  J.  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20400  Filed  7-3-80. 11.59  am| 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


10  CFR  Ch.  I 

Proposed  Rules;  Issuance  of  Quarterly 
Report 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Issuance  of  quarterly  report. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  has  issued  the  April  30, 
1980,  quarterly  report  on  proposed  rules. 
The  report,  which  is  a  quarterly 
summary  of  proposed  rules  that  are 
pending  final  action,  is  issued  to  provide 
the  public  with  information  regarding 
NRC’s  rulemaking  activities. 

Requests  for  single  copies  of  this 
report,  or  a  request  to  be  placed  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  reports,  should  be  made 
in  writing  to  the  Division  of  Rules  and 
Records,  Office  of  Administration,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

ADDRESS:  A  copy  of  this  report, 
designated  NRC  Status  of  Proposed 
Rules — April  30, 1980,  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Philips,  Chief,  Rules  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Office  of 
Administration.  202-492-7086. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  25th  day 
of  June,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

J.  M.  Felton, 

Director,  Division  of  Rules  and  Records, 
Office  of  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20152  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 
12  CFR  Part  611 

Organization;  Powers,  Duties,  and 
Responsibilities  of  District  Farm  Credit 
Boards 

AGENCY:  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY-.  The  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  by  its  Federal  Farm 
Credit  Board,  has  under  consideration  a 
proposed  amendment  to  its  regulation 
pertaining  to  the  powers,  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  district  Farm  Credit 
Boards.  Under  the  proposed  amendment, 
the  personnel  policies  adopted  by  the 
boards  for  the  Farm  Credit  institutions 
will  include  all  elements  of  a  modem 
human  resources  management  program. 
DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  September  8, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Submit  any  comments  or 
suggestions  in  writing  to  Donald  E. 
Wilkinson,  Governor,  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20578. 
Copies  of  all  communications  received 
will  be  available  for  examination  by 
interested  persons  in  the  Office  of 
Director,  Public  Affairs  Division,  Office 
of  Administration,  Farm  Credit 
Administration. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Larry  H.  Bacon,  Acting  Deputy 
Governor,  Office  of  Administration, 

Farm  Credit  Administration,  490 
L'Enfant  Plaza,  East.  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20578  (202)  755-2181. 

Part  611  is  proposed  to  be  amended  to 
revise  §  611.1010(f)  as  follows: 

PART  611—  ORGANIZATION 

§  61 1.1010  Powers,  duties  and 
responsibilities. 

***** 

(f)  Adopt  a  policy  to  provide  direction 
for  the  district  and  each  Farm  Credit 
entity  in  the  district  with  regard  to  the 
management  of  human  resources.  Such 
policy  shall  include  a  statement  of  the 
board’s  philosophy  toward  recruiting 
and  placement,  employee  development 
and  training,  compensation  and  benefits. 
***** 

(Secs.  5.9,  5.12,  5.18.  85  Stat.  619,  620,  621) 
Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 

Governor. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20245  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6705-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  25 
[Docket  No.  20503] 

Transport  Category  Airplanes— Seat 
and  Seat  Restraint  Strength 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
public  meeting  to  discuss  the  adequacy 
of  the  strength  requirements  for  seats 
and  seat  restraints  in  transport  category 
airplanes.  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  state  their  views  on  the  adequacy  of 
existing  seat  and  seat  restraint 
standards  and  on  the  need  for  changes 
in  the  current  regulations.  An 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  all 
participants  to  fully  discuss  all  matters 
presented  at  the  meeting. 

DATES:  Public  meeting:  July  30-31, 1980. 
Comment  period  closes:  October  17, 

1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Meeting  place:  The  public 
meeting  will  be  held  at:  Department  of 
Education/National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration  Building  (PB-6), 
Room  6104,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  to  make  an  oral  presentation 
should  identify  the  docket  or  notice 
number,  indicate  the  subject  matter  of 
the  presentation  and  time  required;  and 
be  sent  not  later  than  July  25, 1980,  to 
Ms.  Susan  M.  Yagoda,  Regulatory 
Projects  Branch  (AVS-24),  Safety 
Regulations  Staff,  Associate 
Administrator  for  Aviation  Standards, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  (202)  755-8716. 

Comments  on  this  notice  may  be 
mailed  in  duplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  (AGC-204),  Rules  Docket  No. 
20503,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  or  deliered  in 
duplicate  to:  Room  916,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  between  8:30 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  Comments  delivered 
must  be  marked  Docket  No.  20503. 
Comments  may  be  inspected  at  Room 
916  between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harold  E.  Smith,  Regulatory  Projects 
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Branch  (AVS-24),  Safety  Regulations 
Staff,  Associate  Administrator  for 
Aviation  Standards,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591, 
(202)  755-8716. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Current  airworthiness  rules 
concerning  design  performance  and 
substantiation  of  transport  category 
airplane  seats  are  contained  in  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  §§  25.785 
(Seats,  berths,  safety  belts,  and 
harnesses),  25.561  (General),  and 
Technical  Standard  Order  (TSO)  C39a, 
(Aircraft  seats  and  berths).  Section 
2§.785  requires  that  the  seat  design  be 
such  that  the  occupant  will  not  suffer 
serious  injury  in  an  emergency  landing 
as  a  result  of  the  inertial  forces 
(measured  in  units  of  gravity,  “g”) 
specified  in  §  25.561  (that  is,  9g  forward, 
4.5g  downward,  2g  upward,  and  1.5g 
sideward). 

This  meeting  is  to  discuss 
performance  goals  and  safety 
engineering  factors  concerning 
continued  development  of  transport 
category  seats  and  seat  restraints.  The 
meeting  will  also  address  the  adequacy 
of  present  transport  catregory  airplane 
seats  and  seat  restraints  and  the 
analytical  and  statistical  techniques 
available  to  measure  their  effectiveness. 
The  discussions  will  also  concern  the 
type  certification  requirements  which 
the  FAA  imposes  on  seat  and  seat 
restraints  and  their  performance  in  a 
crash  environment.  In  this  meeting,  the 
FAA  will  present  the  findings  and 
results  of  several  ongoing  transport 
category  airplane  crashworthiness 
research  and  development  programs 
being  conducted  in  conjunction  with 
other  government  agencies  and  industry. 
These  programs  involve  definition  of  the 
crash  environment,  crash  design 
concepts,  development  of  mathematical 
models,  and  parameter  verification 
through  component  and  full-scale 
testing. 

The  FAA  will  also  present  information 
obtained  from  a  recent  study  concerning 
seat  failures.  This  study  analyzed  12 
accidents  which  occurred  between  1972 
and  1976  which  were  classified  by  the 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board 
(NTSB)  as  survivable  or  partially 
survivable. 

The  meeting  is  intended  to  provide 
sufficient  public  response  to  assist  in 
determining  the  following: 

1.  Are  the  current  strength  standards 
for  seat  and  seat  restraints  adequate? 

2.  Should  the  FAA  require  ‘‘dynamic" 
as  opposed  to  the  current  “static” 
testing  procedures  to  determine  that 


seat  and  seat  restraints  meet  design 
performance? 

To  assist  the  FAA  in  answering  these 
questions  and  to  determine  whether  the 
present  regulations  and  procedures  are 
adequate,  interested  persons  are 
requested  to  respond,  either  by  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting  or  by  written 
comments,  to  the  following  questions: 

1.  Are  you  aware  of  any  current 
research  programs,  studies,  or  data 
concerning  transport  category  airplane 
seat  and  seat  restraint  systems?  If  so, 
please  describe  them. 

2.  Are  you  aware  of  any  research 
program  or  study  which  provides  a  cost- 
benefit  analysis  of  increased  seat  and 
seat  restraint  standards  for  transport 
category  airplanes?  If  so,  please 
describe  them  in  detail. 

3.  What  impact  would  increased  seat 
and  seat  restraint  system  strength 
standards  for  new  airplanes  have  upon 
you? 

4.  Should  increased  seat  and  seat 
restraint  standards,  if  adopted,  be  made 
retroactive?  If  so,  upon  which  airplanes, 
within  what  amount  of  time,  and  at 
what  cost?  If  not,  why  not? 

5.  What  aspects  of  transport  category 
airplane  crashworthiness  should  be 
assigned  the  highest  priority  by  the 
FAA?  Please  state  the  reasons  for  your 
views. 

Need  for  Public  Meeting 

Due  to  the  public  interest  in  the 
subject  of  transport  category 
crashworthiness,  the  broad  range  of 
research  and  development  in  this  area, 
and  the  divergence  of  opinion  regarding 
the  adequacy  of  present  transport 
category  seat  and  seat  restraint  type 
certification  requirements,  the  FAA  has 
decided  to  hold  a  meeting  to  discuss  the 
state-of-the-art  and  the  state-of-the- 
regulations  as  it  views  them,  and  to 
provide  a  forum  to  generate  public 
thought  and  comment  on  those  subjects. 

In  addition,  the  Institute  for  Public 
Interest  Representation,  on  behalf  of  the 
Aviation  Consumer  Action  Project,  the 
Association  of  Flight  Engineers 
International,  and  the  Association  of 
Flight  Attendants,  recently  petitioned 
the  FAA  to  amend  §  §  25.561  and  25.785 
of  the  FAR  with  respect  to  seat  and  seat 
restraint  strength  criteria  prescribed  for 
transport  category  aircraft.  On  January 
18, 1980,  that  petition  was  denied  by  the 
FAA.  On  February  12, 1980,  the  Institute 
for  Public  Interest  Representation 
petitioned  for  reconsideration  of  the 
FAA  denial  of  petition.  The  petition  for 
reconsideration  of  denial  of  petition  for 
rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  19, 1980  (see 
Petition  Notice  No.  PR  80-9,  45  FR  41439, 
Docket  No.  17315).  As  stated  in  that 


Petition  Notice  on  page  41440,  this 
meeting  provides  an  appropriate  forum 
to  discuss  the  issues  raised  in  the 
petition  for  reconsideration. 

In  addition  to  the  petition  of  the 
Institute  for  Public  Interest 
Representation,  the  FAA  has  been  ^ 
requested  by  the  NTSB  to  reevaluate  the 
provisions  of  Part  25  pertaining  to  seat 
and  seat  restraint  strength  and  to 
consider  the  use  of  dynamic  testing  in 
place  of  the  present  testing  procedures. 

While  the  FAA’s  test  programs  and 
studies  indicate  that  present  seat  and 
seat  restraint  criteria  are  adequate,  if  it 
can  be  shown  that  the  FAA  has 
overlooked  a  practical  method  of 
reducing  transport  category  accident 
injuries  or  fatalities  by  changing  seat 
and  seat  restraint  strength,  the  FAA  will 
initiate  regulatory  action  to  amend  the 
applicable  regulations.  This  public 
meeting  will  provide  a  forum  for  the 
exchange  of  information  and  ideas  to 
assist  the  FAA  in  determining  whether 
present  seat  and  seat  restraint  strength 
criteria  are  adequate  or  if  there  is  a  need 
for  a  change  in  the  criteria  or  the  seat 
performance  testing  procedures. 

Meeting  Procedures 

Persons  who  plan  to  attend  the 
meeting  should  be  aware  of  the 
following  procedures,  which  will  be 
followed  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting: 

(a)  The  meeting  will  be  informal  in 
nature  and  will  be  conducted  by  the 
designated  representative  of  the 
Administrator  under  14  CFR  11.33.  Each 
participant  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  make  a  presentation.  Participants  are 
invited  to  provide  specific  information 
about  each  of  the  questions  posed  in  this 
notice.  After  the  presentations,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  presiding  officer, 
participants  may  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  question  other 
participants. 

(b)  The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  the  morning  of  Wednesday,  July 
30, 1980,  at  the  Department  of 
Education/National  Aeronautics  and 
Space.  Administration  Building  (PB-6), 
Room  6104,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  There  will  be  no 
admission  fee  or  other  charge  to  attend 
and  participate.  All  meeting  sessions 
will  be  open  to  all  persons  on  a  space- 
available  basis.  The  presiding  officer 
may  accelerate  the  meeting  schedule  to 
permit  early  adjournment  if  the  meeting 
progresses  more  quickly  than  planned. 

(c)  All  meeting  sessions  will  be 
recorded  by  a  court  reporter.  Anyone 
interested  in  purchasing  the  transcript 
should  contact  the  court  reporter 
directly.  A  copy  of  the  court  reporter’s 
transcript  will  be  filed  in  the  docket.  It  is 
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the  FAA’s  intent  to  tape  record  the 
sessions. 

(d)  Position  papers  or  other  handout 
material  relating  to  the  substance  of  the 
meeting  and  intended  for  public 
distribution  may  be  accepted  at  the 
discretion  of  the  presiding  officer. 
Participants  submitting  handout 
material  must  present  an  original  and 
two  copies  to  the  presiding  officer  for 
approval  before  distribution.  If  approved 
by  the  presiding  officer,  there  should  be 
an  adequate  number  of  copies  provided 
for  further  distribution  to  all 
participants. 

(e)  Statements  made  by  FAA 
participants  at  the  meeting  should  not 
be  taken  as  expressing  a  final  FAA 
position. 

Request  To  Make  a  Presentation 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
attend  the  meeting  and  to  participate  by 
making  oral  or  written  statements. 
Written  statements  should  be  submitted 
in  duplicate  and  will  be  made  a  part  of 
the  Rules  Docket.  Persons  wishing  to 
make  presentations  at  the  meeting  must 
notify  the  FAA  on  or  before  July  25, 

1980,  indicate  the  subject  matter  and  the 
amount  of  time  required  for  their 
presentation,  and  send  these  data  to  Ms~ 
Yagoda  at  the  address  listed  in  this 
notice.  Presentations  will  be  scheduled 
on  a  first-come,  first-serve  basis  as  time 
may  permit  within  the  meeting  schedule. 

Public  Meeting  Schedule 

The  following  is  the  schedule  for  the 
meeting: 

Time  and  Topic 

July  30,  1980 

10:00  to  10:30 — Presentation  of  Meeting 
Procedures. 

10:30  to  12:00 — Government  Presentation  and 
Discussion. 

1:30  to  4:30 — Public  Presentation  and 
Discussion. 

July  31,  1980 

10:00  to  12:00 — Public  Presentation  and 
Discussion. 

1:30  to  4:30 — Public  Presentation  and 
Discussion. 

Comment  Period 

Participants  in  this  public  meeting  and 
other  persons  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting  may  wish  to  submit  written 
comments  in  response  to  the  questions 
posed  in  this  notice  of  meeting.  The 
comment  period  will  close  October  17, 
1980,  to  allow  further  written  comments 
on  matters  presented  at  the  meeting. 

While  written  comments  will  be 
accepted  for  filing  in  the  rules  docket,  it 
must  be  emphasized  that  the  FAA 
expects  that  one  of  the  most  beneficial 
aspects  of  this  meeting  will  be  the 


participants'  dialogue  regarding  the 
various  aspects  of  this  problem. 

Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  address  for 
comments  .indicated  above. 

Persons  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
should  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  with  the  following  statement: 
Comments  to  Docket  No.  20503.  The 
postcard  will  be  date  and  time  stamped 
and  returned  to  the  commenter. 

All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing,  each 
FAA/public  contact  dealing  with  the 
substance  of  this  rulemaking  action  will 
be  filed  in  the  docket. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  2, 1980. 
M.  C.  Beard, 

Director  of  Airworthiness. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20319  Filed  r-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Ch.  I 

[Docket  No.  RM  79-44] 

Petition  Requesting  Rulemaking  for 
Proposing  an  Incentive  Price  for 
Natural  Gas  Produced  From  Certain 
Depths 

June  30, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petition  requesting 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
hereby  gives  notice  that  on  April  8, 1980, 
the  Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
(TXO)  submitted  a  request  that  a 
rulemaking  be  instituted  under  section 
107(b)  and  (c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA),  15  U.S.C. 
3317,  to  propose  an  incentive  price  for 
production  of  gas  from  completion 
locations  of  depths  between  10,000  and 
15,000  feet. 

Any  person  desiring  to  comment  on 
TXO’s  petition  should  file  a  comment 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
August  15, 1980.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  comments 
filed.  The  TXO’s  petition  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection. 


DATES:  Written  comments  due  by 
August  15, 1980. 

address:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Sheldon  Toibb,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Regulatory  Development 
Section,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  (202)  357- 
5362. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Take 
notice  that  on  April  8, 1980,  the  Texas 
Oil  and  Gas  Corporation  (TXO) 
submitted  a  request  that  a  rulemaking 
be  instituted  under  section  107  (b)  and 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA),  15  U.S.C.  3301  et  seq.,  to 
propose  an  incentive  price  for 
production  of  gas  from  completion 
location  of  depths  between  10,000  and 
15,000  feet. 

Under  section  107  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
NGPA,  the  Commission  has  the 
authority  to  grant  incentive  price 
treatment  for  categories  of  gas  deemed 
by  the  Commission  to  involve 
“extraordinary  risks  or  costs.” 

TXO  submits  that  drilling  new  wells 
to  depths  below  10,000  feet  presents 
extraordinary  costs.  TXO  contends  that 
this  is  especially  true  where  the  deep 
formations  are  geo-pressurized  and 
where  expensive  deep  drilling  problems 
arise.  It  is  alleged  that  the  average  cost 
per  well  for  drilling  to  shallower  depths 
is  substantially  less.  Moreover,  it  is  said 
that  drilling  below  10,000  feet  presents 
extraordinary  risks,  because  massive 
hydraulic  facturing  is  frequently 
involved,  but  provides  no  assurance  of 
commercial  production,,  and  because 
there  is  little  well  control  due  to  lack  of 
subsurface  geology. 

Finally,  TXO  believes  that  natural  gas 
supplies  at  depths  below  10,000  feet 
have  largely  been  unexplored,  and  that 
an  incentive  price  under  section  107  (b) 
and  (c)  would  encourage  production  of 
natural  gas  from  these  depths  and  be  in 
the  national  interest. 

Any  person  desiring  to  comment  on 
TXO’s  petition  should  file  a  comment 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
August  15, 1980.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  comments 
filed.  The  Commission’s  address  is  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  The  TXO’s  petition  is  on  file 
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with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20189  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  amt 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RM80-54] 

18  CFR  Part  273 

Regulations  Covering  Interim  and 
Retroactive  Collection  Authority  and 
Refund  Obligations;  public  hearing 

June  30, 1980. 

agency:  The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Public  Hearing. 

SUMMARY:  On  May  7, 1980,  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  issued  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  under  section 
503(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978  (NGPA),  (15  U.S.C.  3414)  providing 
for  a  revision  in  the  Commission’s 
regulation  in  Subparts  B  and  C  of  Part 
273  concerning  interim  and  retroactive 
collection  and  refund  filing 
requirements,  45  FR  31418  (May  13, 

1980).  The  Commission  also  requested 
further  comment  on  the  proposed 
revision.  The  Commission  stated  it 
intended  to  hold  a  public  hearing  before 
promulgating  final  regulations:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Wednesday,  July 

16. 1980.  The  exact  time  and  location  is 
set  forth  below. 

DATES:  Requests  to  participate  by  July 

11. 1980.  Hearing  to  be  held  on  July  16, 
1980  at  10:00  A.M. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  requests  to  participate 
to:  The  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

The  hearing  will  be  held  at:  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  Room  will  be  announced  on 
the  day  of  the  hearing. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
The  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capital  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  (202)  357- 
8400: 
or 

Sheldon  Toibb,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Section  on  Regulatory 
Development,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Room  3333, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226  (202)  357- 
5362. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

hearings  will  be  held  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  oral  comments  on  the 
Commission's  proposal  under  section 
503(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978  (NGPA)  to  revise  the  filing 
requirements  for  interim  and  retroactive 
collections  and  refunds. 

Requests  to  participate  in  the  hearing 
should  reference  Docket  No.  RM80-54, 
and  should  indicate  the  amount  of  time 
required  for  the  oral  presentation,  and 
the  telephone  number  at  which  the 
person  making  the  presentation  can  be 
reached.  Persons  participating  in  the 
Public  hearing  should,  if  possible,  bring 
50  copies  of  their  testimony  to  the 
hearing.  A  list  of  the  participants  in  the 
hearing  will  be  available  in  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Public 
Information,  Office  of  Congressional 
and  Public  Affairs,  one  day  before  the 
hearing  and  will  be  available  at  the  site 
of  the  hearing  on  the  morning  it  is 
convened. 

Members  of  the  hearing  panel  will  be 
designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commisison.  The  Chairman  or  any 
Commissioner,  may,  at  any  time, 
participate  in  the  hearing  as  a  member 
of  the  panel.  The  hearing  will  not  be  a 
judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing. 
There  will  be  no  cross-examination  of 
persons  making  statements.  However, 
the  panel  may  question  such  persons 
and  any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  the  presiding  officer  to  be 
asked  of  persons  making  statements. 

The  presiding  officer  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant  and 
whether  the  time  limitations  permit  it  to 
be  presented.  Any  further  procedural 
rules  will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  the  hearing.  Transcripts  of  the 
hearing  will  be  available  through  the 
Commission's  Division  of  Public 
Information  ,  Office  of  Congressional 
and  Public  Affairs. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  80-20185  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


INTERNATIONAL  DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION  AGENCY 

22  CFR  Part  214 

[A.I.D.  Regulation  14] 

Advisory  Committee  Management 

agency:  Agency  for  International 
Development. 

ACTION:  Review  of  regulation  under 
Executive  Order  12044. 


summary:  Notice  is  given  that  this 
regulation  (at  22  CFR  Part  214)  governing 


administrative  guidelines  and 
management  controls  for  A.I.D.  advisory 
committees  is  being  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  the  Agency’s  plan  to 
periodically  review  existing  regulations. 
Public  comment  is  invited.  For  the 
current  text  of  this  regulation  see  22  CFR 
(Parts  200-299),  April  1, 1979  edition. 
DATE:  Comments  on  this  regulation  must 
be  received  on  or  before  September  5, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to:  Gwendolyn  H.  Joe,  Room 
113,  SA-8,  Office  of  Management 
Planning,  Agency  for  International 
Development,  Washington,  D.C.  20523. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gwendolyn  H.  Joe,  Office  of 
Management  Planning,  Agency  for 
International  Development,  Washington, 
D.C.  20523,  (202)  235-2113. 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

D.  G.  MacDonald, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Program  and 
Management  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20092  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4710-02-M 

ACTION 

45  CFR  Ch.  XII 

Improving  Government  Regulations; 
Semiannual  agenda  of  significant 
regulations 

agency:  ACTION. 

action:  Semiannual  Agenda  of 

Significant  Regulations. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  Executive 
Order  12044,  Improving  Government 
Regulations,  ACTION  is  publishing  its 
semiannual  agenda  of  significant 
regulations  (and  guidelines)  under 
development  or  review.  The  purpose  of 
this  agenda  is  to  help  the  public  become 
aware  of  the  agency's  review  of  existing 
regulations  and  the  development  of  new 
regulations,  and  to  enable  the  public  to 
more  effectively  contribute  to  that 
review  and  development. 

DATES:  Comments  on  regulations 
scheduled  for  review  or  development 
must  be  received  before  the  target  dates 
included  in  the  agenda.  If  a  target  date 
does  not  include  a  specific  date, 
comments  will  be  accepted  until  the  last 
day  of  the  month  provided  as  the  target 
date. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the 
program  office  initiating  the  review  or 
development  of  each  regulation.  The 
mailing  address  for  each  initiating  office 
of  ACTION  is  806  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20525. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 

For  more  specific  information  about 
particular  regulations  listed  in  the 
agenda,  contact  the  individual  named  in 
the  agenda.  For  further  information 
about  the  agenda,  contact  Randi 
Creenwald,  Assistant  General  Counsel, 
ACTION,  Room  M-607,  806  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20525, 
202-254-7974. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Explanation  of  Information  on  the 
Agenda.  The  agenda  includes  the 
following  information:  A  brief 
description  of  the  proposed  or  existing 
regulation;  the  need  and  legal  basis  for 
the  action  being  taken;  a  target  date  for 
publication  of  a  draft  regulation  in  the 


Federal  Register;  the  name  and 
telephone  number  of  an  agency  official 
familiar  with  the  regulation. 

ACTION’S  last  agenda,  which 
appeared  in  the  January  7, 1980  Federal 
Register,  contained  three  (3)  items.  The 
revised  guidelines  for  the  State  Office  of 
Voluntary  Citizen  Participation  Program 
grants  were  published  in  final  form  on 
April  2,  1980. 

The  revision  of  Older  American 
Volunteer  Program  (OAVP)  regulations 
and  handbooks  has  been  postponed  to 
September  30, 1980  for  the  regulations 
and  December  31, 1980  for  the 
handbooks. 

The  revised  guidelines  for  the 
competitive  demonstration  grants  of  the 


Office  of  Policy  and  Planning  will  be 
published  for  comment  in  February  1981 
and  will  be  limited  to  the  areas  of 
independent  living,  energy,  and  service 
learning.  An  item  omitted  from  the  last 
agenda  was  the  publication  of  proposed 
revised  guidelines  for  the  OVCP  Mini- 
Grant  program.  No  comments  have  been 
received  in  response  to  the  May  8, 1980 
Federal  Register  notice,  45  FR  29874. 

The  publication  of  this  agenda  does 
not  impose  any  binding  obligation  on 
ACTION  with  respect  to  any  specific 
item  on  the  agenda. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  2, 1980; 
Sam  Brown, 

Director,  ACTION. 


Regulation 


Initiating  office 


Need  and  legal  basis 


Target  date 


Revision  of  older  American  volunteer  programs  regulations  and 
handbooks. 


Retired  senior  volunteer  program  (RSVP)  ... . . . . . 


. .  Clarify  regulations  and  handbooks  . . . 

in  light  of  amendments  to  title  II 
of  the  Domestic  Volunteer 
Service  Act  of  1973. 

a.  RSVP. . . .  a.  Alfred  Larsen,  254-8124.. 


Foster  grandparent  program  (FGP) . . . . . 

Senior  companion  program  (SCP) _ _ _ _ 

Final  guidelines  for  office  of  voluntary  citizen  participation  (OVCP) 
mini-grant  program. 


Revision- of  Handbook  2650.2,  Policies  and  Procedures  for  Business 
Management  of  Domestic  Project  Grants. 


b.  FGP . _ . „ . 

c.  SCP . . 

Office  of  voluntary  citizen 

participation  (OVCP). 


Administration  and  Finance, 
Contracts  and  Grants 
Management  (A&F,  CGM). 


Clarify  requirements  for  mini¬ 
grants  authorized  by  title  I,  part 
C  of  the  Domestic  Volunteer 
Service  Act  of  1973: 

Incorporate  OMB  circular 
requirements  and  OMB- 
approved  forms, 


b.  Jack  Kenyon,  254-7605 . 

c.  Suzanne  Fahy,  254-7605 ... 

Jeffrey  Hammer,  254r3545 . 


William  Stockman.  254-3500 . 


Regulations: 
Sept.  30, 

1980. 

Handbooks: 

Dec.  31. 1980. 


_  Oct.  31,  1980. 


Sept.  1,  1980 


|FR  Doc.  80-20233  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am| 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Part  510 

[General  Order  4;  Docket  No.  80-44] 

Licensing  of  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarders;  Publication  of 
Applications 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  proposes  to  delete  the 
requirement  for  publication  of 
independent  ocean  freight  forwarder 
license  applications  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  presently  required  in  §  510.6 
of  General  Order  4.  The  proposal  will 
eliminate  an  unnecessary  regulation  and 
will  improve  cost  effectiveness. 

DATES:  Comments  by  August  6, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Comments  (original  and 
fifteen  (15)  copies)  to:  Francis  C. 

Hurney,  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Francis  C.  Hurney,  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 


N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  (202)  523- 
5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Section  510.6  of  General  Order  4 
presently  reads  as  follows: 

After  application  has  been  filed,  the 
Commission  shall  cause  to  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  notice  of  the  filing  of 
each  application,  stating  the  name  and 
address  of  the  applicant  and  if  the  applicant 
is  a  corporation,  association  or  partnership, 
the  name  of  the  officers  or  members  thereof. 
Parts  1  and  2  of  the  application  shall  be 
public  information  and  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

There  is  no  statutory  requirement  that 
the  Commission  publish  notice  of  the 
filing  of  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarder  license  applications  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Section  510.6  of 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR  510.6) 
originally  was  adopted  to  provide  for 
such  publication  and  to  allow  interested 
parties  to  comment  on  the  eligibility  of 
independent  ocean  freight  forwarder 
license  applicants.  However,  experience 
has  shown  that  rarely  do  interested 
parties  comment  on  such  applications. 

In  an  effort  to  eliminate  an  unnecessary 


regulation  and  to  improve  cost- 
effectiveness,  it  is  proposed  to  delete  the 
present  application  publication 
requirement.  However,  the  last  sentence 
of  §  510.6  will  be  retained.  Accordingly, 
it  is  proposed  that  Part  510  of  46  CFR  be 
revised  as  follows: 

§  510.6  [Amended] 

The  first  sentence  of  §  510.6  be 
deleted  and  accordingly  the  title  of  that 
section  be  changed  to  "Information 
Available  to  the  Public.” 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary . 

[FR  Doc.  80-20153  Filed- 7-3-80:  8:45  am) 
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46  CFR  Part  536 

[Docket  No.  80-40] 

Foreign  Commerce  Tariff 
Regulations — Amendments 
Implementing  the  Ocean  Shipping  Act 
of  1978;  Erratum 

AGENCY:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Erratum,  proposed  rule. 


45600 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  131  /  Monday,  July  7,  1980  /  Proposed  Rules 


summary:  The  Commission's  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  which  appeared 
at  45  FR  42721  contained  four 
unintended  lines  in  the  penultimate 
paragraph  of  the  Supplementary 
Information  section  (Slip  op.  at  5).  This 
paragraph  should  read  as  follows: 

Persons  submitting  comments  are 
requested  to  provide  an  estimate  of  the 
financial  and  manhour  burden  that  will 
be  incurred  in  complying  with  the  tariff 
requirements  proposed  herein. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Francis  C.  Humey  202-523-5725. 

By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20116  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6730-01-41 


47  CFR  Parts  2, 21, 74,  and  94 

(Gen.  Docket  No.  80-112) 

Frequency  Allocation  to  the 
Instructional  Television  Fixed  Service, 
the  Multipoint  Distribution  Service  and 
Private  Operational  Fixed  Microwave; 
Correction  to  Extension  of  Time 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  time  extension. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  changes 
the  date  for  filing  comments  on  Gen. 
Docket  80-112  from  August  16, 1980  to 
August  18, 1980. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  Filed  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kevin  J.  Kelley,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
(202)  632-6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Parts 
2,  21,  74  and  94  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations  in  regard  to 
frequency  allocation  to  the  Instructional 
Television  Fixed  Service,  the  Multipoint 
Distribution  Service,  and  Private 
Operational  Fixed  Microwave  Service, 
Inquiry  into  the  development  of 
regulatory  policy  with  regard  to  future 
service  offerings  and  expected  growth  in 
the  Multipoint  Distribution  Service  and 
Private  Operational  Fixed  Microwave 
Service,  and  into  the  development  of 
provisions  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 


and  Regulations  in  regard  to  the 
compatibility  of  the  operation  of 
satellite  services  with  other  services 
authorized  to  operate  in  the  2500-2690 
MHz  band,  Gen.  Docket  No.  80-112.  See 
also  45  FR  42724,  June  25. 1980. 

Released:  July  2, 1980. 

1.  The  date  for  filing  comments  in 
Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Comments  and  Reply  Comments, 
released  June  12, 1980;  is  hereby 
changed  from  August  16, 1980  to  August 
18, 1980. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Philip  L.  Verveer, 

Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20237  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45| 
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47  CFR  Part  21 
ICC  Docket  No.  80-116] 

Permitting  the  Use  of  Alternative 
Procedures  in  Choosing  Applicants  for 
Radio  Authorizations  in  the  Multipoint 
Distribution  Service;  Order  Extending 
Time  for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  time  extension. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  extends 
the  time  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  to  CC  Docket  No.  80-116  to 
July  18, 1980  and  September  5, 1980, 
respectively. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  Hied  on  or 
before  July  18, 1980,  and  Reply 
Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  September  5, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Kevin  J.  Kelley,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
(202)  632-6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Part  21 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  Permit  the 
Use  of  Alternative  Procedures  in 
Choosing  Applicants  for  Radio 
Authorizations  in  the  Multipoint  - 
Distribution  Service,  CC  Docket  No.  80- 
116.  See  also  45  FR  29335,  May  2, 1980. 
Adopted:  June  25, 1980. 

Released:  June  26. 1980. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it 
numerous  motions  to  extend  the  time  for 
filing  comments  and  reply  comments  to 
the  above  captipned  Notice  released 
May  2, 1980.  The  Notice  requested 
comments  be  filed  on  or  before  July  1, 


1980  and  reply  comments  to  be  Hied  on 
or  before  August  15, 1980. 

2.  The  majority  of  the  motions 
requested  extensions  of  120  days;  some 
requested  more  time  and  some 
requested  less.  The  primary  reason 
advanced  for  needing  more  time  was 
that  this  proceeding  involves  complex 
and  novel  legal  issues  which  will  require 
extensive  analysis.  Further,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  many  of  the  persons 
who  are  preparing  comments  on  this 
proceeding  will  also  be  preparing 
comments  on  the  related  proceedings  in 
Gen.  Dockets  80-112  and  80-113.  For 
these  reasons,  it  was  claimed  that  it  will 
be  impossible  to  adequately  respond  to 
the  issues  raised  in  the  time  alloted. 

3.  It  is  our  intention  that  all  those  who 
wish  to  comment  have  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  do  so.  However,  we  also 
have  the  responsibility  to  insure  that 
proceedings  before  the  Commission 
move  forward  at  a  reasonable  pace. 
Admittedly,  there  are  a  number  of 
difficult  and  novel  legal  and  policy 
issues  raised  in  the  Notice,  and  we  also 
recognize  the  need  to  make  the  final 
decision  on  as  complete  a  record  as 
possible.  Further,  we  have  previously 
recognized  that  in  dealing  with  subject 
matter  of  unusual  complexity  such  as  is 
the  case  here,  it  may  be  appropriate  to 
extend  the  time  for  filing  comments. 
[Motions  for  Extension  of  time;  Common 
Carrier  Bureau,  44  RR  2d  96  (1978)). 

In  considering  all  these  facts,  we 
believe  an  extension  of  time  for  filing 
comments  to  July  18, 1980,  would  be 
appropriate.  Reply  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  September  5, 1980.  We 
believe  that  this  will  be  enough  time  to 
provide,  a  sufficiently  complete  record, 
and  provide  all  parties  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  comment,  while  not 
delaying  the  proceeding  unduly. 

4.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  that  the 
date  for  filing  comments  is  extended  to 
and  including  July  18, 1980,  and  the  date 
for  filing  reply  comments  is  extended  to 
and  including  September  5, 1980.. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1) 
and  303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission's  rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Philip  L.  Verveer, 

Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20238  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 
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47  CFR  Parts  21, 74,  and  94 

(Gen.  Docket  No.  80-1 13] 

Technical  Requirements  Applicable  to 
the  Multipoint  Distribution  Service,  the 
Instructional  Television  Fixed  Service 
and  the  Private  Operational-Fixed 
Microwave  Service;  Order  Extending 
Time  for  Filing  Comments  and  Reply 
Comments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules;  time  extension. 

summary:  Action  taken  herein  extends 
the  time  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  to  Gen.  Docket  No.  80-113  to 
September  2, 1980  and  October  1, 1980, 
respectively. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  2, 1980  and  Reply 
Comments  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
October  1, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kevin  J.  Kelley,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
(202)  632-6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
21,  74  and  94  of  the  Commission  rules 
and  regulations  with  regard  to  technical 
requirements  applicable  to  the 
Multipoint  Distribution  Service,  the 
Instructional  Television  Fixed  Service 
and  the  Private  Operational-Fixed 
Microwave  Service  (OFS),  Gen.  Docket 
No.  80-113.  See  also  45  FR  29350,  May  2, 
1980. 

Adopted:  June  25, 1980. 

Released:  June  26, 1980. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it 
numerous  motions  for  extension  of  time 
to  file  comments  and  reply  comments  to 
the  above  captioned  Notice  released 
April  24, 1980.  The  dates  for  filing 
comments  and  reply  comments  to  the 
Notice  are  August  1, 1980  and 
September  2, 1980,  respectively. 

2.  The  requested  extensions  varied 
from  75  to  120  days.  The  major  reason 
given  for  needing  additional  time  was 
the  complex  technical  nature  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  Notice.  It  was  also 
noted  that  many  of  those  preparing 
comments  on  this  would  also  be 
preparing  comments  on  the  closely 
related  proceeding  in  Gen.  Docket  80- 
112  concerning,  Inter  alia,  the 
reallocation  of  frequencies  in  the  2500- 
2690  MHz  band  among  the  Multipoint 
Distribution  Service,  the  Instructional 
Television  Fixed  Service,  and  the 
Private  Operational-Fixed  Microwave 
Service.  Those  parties  filing  the  motions 
claim  it  is  impossible  to  file  an  adequate 
response  in  the  time  allotted. 


3.  It  is  our  intention  that  all  those  who 
wish  to  comment  have  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  do  so.  However,  we  also 
have  the  responsibility  to  insure  that 
proceedings  before  the  Commission 
move  forward  at  a  reasonable  pace. 
Admittedly,  there  are  a  number  of 
difficult,  interrelated  issues  raised  in 
this  Notice,  and  the  Notice  in  Gen. 

Docket  80-112,  and  we  also  recognize 
the  need  to  make  the  final  decision  on 
as  complete  a  record  as  possible. 

Further,  we  have  previously  recognized 
that  in  dealing  with  subject  matter  of 
unusual  complexity  such  as  is  the  case 
here,  it  may  be  appropriate  to  extend  the 
time  for  filing  comments.  ( Motions  for 
Extension  of  time;  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  44  RR  2d  96  (1978)).  In 
considering  all  these  facts,  we  believe 
an  extension  of  time  for  filing  comments 
to  September  2, 1980,  would  be 
apppropriate.  Reply  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  October  1, 1980.  We 
believe  that  this  will  be  enough  time  to 
provide  a  sufficiently  complete  record, 
and  provide  all  parties  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  comment,  while  not 
delaying  the  proceeding  unduly. 

4.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
date  for  filing  comments  is  extended  to 
and  including  September  2, 1980  and  the 
date  for  filing  reply  comments  is 
extended  to  and  including  October  1, 
1980. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1) 
and  303(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Philip  L.  Verveer, 

Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

IFR  Doc.  80-20239  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 
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47  CFR  Parts  2, 21, 74  and  94 
(Gen.  Docket  No.  80-112;  RM-2213] 

Frequency  Allocation  to  the 
Instructional  Television  Fixed  Service, 
the  Multipoint  Distribution  Service,  and 
Private  Operational  Fixed  Microwave 
Service;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule,  correction. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  corrects 
a  proposed  rule  published  on  May  2, 

1980  (45  FR  29323)  by  terminating 

rulemaking  RM-2213. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 

before  June  16, 1980  and  reply  comments 

must  be  received  on  or  before  July  16, 

1980. 


ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 
Kevin  J.  Kelley,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
(202)—  632-6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

|Gen.  Docket  No.  80-112;  RM-2213] 

Released:  July  7, 1980. 

In  the  matter  of:  Amendment  of  Parts 
2,  21,  74  and  94  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations  in  regard  to 
frequency  allocation  to  the  Instructional 
Television  Fixed  Service,  the  Multipoint 
Distribution  Service,  and  Private 
Operational  Fixed  Microwave  Service. 
Inquiry  into  the  development  of 
regulatory  policy  with  regard  to  future 
service  offerings  and  expected  growth  in 
the  Multipoint  Distribution  Service  and 
Private  Operational  Fixed  Microwave 
Service,  and  into  the  development  of 
provisions  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations  in  regard  to  the 
compatibility  of  the  operation  of 
satellite  services  with  other  services 
authorized  to  operate  in  the  2500-2690 
MHz  band.  Petition  for  Rulemaking  filed 
by  Varian  Associates  Inc.  to  amend 
Sections  74.931  and  74.932  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 

1.  Paragraph  57  of  the  Notice  of 
Inquiry,  Proposed  Rulemaking  and 
Order,  in  General  Docket  No.  80-112, 
released  May  2, 1980,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

57.  It  is  therefore  ordered,  that  the 
Varian  Associates  rulemaking  petition  is 
granted  to  the  extent  it  is  consistent 
with  the  rules  proposed  in  this  Notice, 
but  otherwise  is  denied.  It  is  further 
ordered  that  the  Varian  Associates 
rulemaking,  RM-2213,  is  hereby 
terminated. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20318  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

(BC  Docket  No.  80-319;  RM-3547] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Seneca, 

Kans.;  Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  a  Class  A  FM  channel 
to  Seneca,  Kansas,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Kanza  Broadcasters. 
The  proposed  channel  could  provide  a 
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first  local  aural  broadcast  service  to 
Seneca. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  8, 1980. 

addresses:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-9660. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Seneca,  Kansas), 

BC  Docket  No.  80-319,  RM-3547. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1980. 

Released:  June  27, 1980. 

1.  Petitioner,  Proposal,  Comments,  (a) 

A  petition  for  rule  making  1  was  filed  by 
Kanza  Broadcasters  (“petitioner”), 
proposing  the  assignment  of  Channel 
221A  to  Seneca,  Kansas,  as  that 
community’s  first  FM  assignment. 

(b)  The  channel  can  be  assigned  to 
Seneca,  provided  the  transmitter  site  is 
located  approximately  5.6  kilometers 
(3.5  miles)  south  of  Seneca. 

(c)  Petitioner  states  it  will  apply  for 
the  channel,  if  assigned. 

2.  Community  Data — (a)  Location. 
Seneca,  seat  of  Nemaha  County,  is 
located  approximately  153  kilometers 
(95  miles)  from  Topeka,  Kansas. 

(b)  Population.  Seneca — 2,182  *; 
Nemaha  County — 11,825. 

(c)  Local  Aural  Broadcast  Service. 
None. 

3.  Economic  Considerations. 

Petitioner  states  that  agriculture  is  the 
basic  industry  in  Seneca.  However, 
other  new  industries  have  added 
diversification  with  the  manufacturing 
of  several  products.  Petitioner  has 
submitted  economic  and  demographic 
information  with  respect  to  Seneca 
which  demonstrates  the  need  for  a  first 
FM  assignment. 

4.  In  view  .of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
FM  channel  assignment  would  provide 
for  a  first  local  aural  broadcast  service 
in  Seneca,  the  Commission  believes  it 
appropriate  to  propose  amending  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  with  regard  to 
Seneca,  Kansas,  as  follows: 


Channel  No. 

City 

Present  Proposed 

.  221 A 

1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
February  1, 1980,  Report  No.  1211. 

’Population  Figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


5.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

6.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  18,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  September 
8, 1980. 

7.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 
Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-9660. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  Hied  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-319  RM-3547] 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission's  rules 
and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 
Proponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in 
initial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a 
proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
file  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits 
or  incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the 
channel  if  it  is  assigned,  and,  if 
authorized,  to  build  the  station 
promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the 
consideration  of  filings  in  this 
proceeding. 


(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  be  considered  if 
advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 

i  1.420(d)  of  Commission  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the 
proposal(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be 
considered  as  comments  in  the 
proceeding,  and  Public  Notice  to  this 
effect  will  be  given  as  long  as  they  are 
filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later 
than  that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this 
docket. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable 
procedures  set  out  in  §§  1.415  and  1.420 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  interested  parties  may  file 
comments  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached.  All  submissions 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must  be 
made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate 
pleadings.  Comments  shall  be  served  on 
the  petitioner  by  the  person  filing  the 
comments.  Reply  comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  person(s)  who  filed 
comments  to  which  the  reply  is  directed. 
Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or 
other  documents  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

|FR  Doc.  60-20196  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am) 
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47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-320;  RM-3568] 

FM  Broadcast  Station  in  Spencer,  Ind.; 
Proposed  Changes  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 
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SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  proposes 
the  assignment  of  a  Class  A  FM  channel 
to  Spencer,  Indiana,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  Owen  Valley 
Broadcasters,  Inc.  The  proposed  channel 
could  provide  a  first  local  aural 
broadcast  service  to  Spencer. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  18, 1980,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  8, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-9660. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Spencer,  Indiana), 
BC  Docket  No.  80-320,  RM-3568. 

Adopted:  June  18, 1980. 

Released:  June  27, 1980. 1980. 

1.  Petitioner,  Proposal,  Comments,  (a) 
A  petition  for  rule  making  *  was  filed  by 
Owen  Valley  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
(“petitioner”),  proposing  the  assignment 
of  Channel  224A  to  Spencer,  Indiana,  as 
that  community’s  first  FM  assignment. 

(b)  The  channel  can  be  assigned  to 
Spencer,  provided  the  transmitter  site  is 
located  approximately  10.4  kilometers 
(6.5  miles)  west  of  Spencer. 

(c)  Petitioner  states  it  will  apply  for 
the  channel,  if  assigned. 

2.  Community  Data — (a)  Location. 
Spencer,  seat  of  Owen  County,  is 
located  approximately  28.9  kilometers 
(18  miles)  northwest  of  Bloomington, 
Indiana. 

(b)  Population.  Spencer — 2, 553; 2  Owen 
County— 12,163. 

(c)  Local  Aural  Broadcast  Service. 
None. 

3.  Economic  Considerations. 

Petitioner  states  that  because  of  the 
large  number  of  visitors  to  the  area, 
increasing  population  and  local 
industry,  a  local  radio  service  is  needed. 

4.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  proposed 
FM  channel  assignment  would  provide 
for  a  first  local  aural  broadcast  service 
in  Spencer,  the  Commission  believes  it 
appropriate  to  propose  amending  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  with  regard  to 
Spencer,  Indiana,  as  follows: 


1  Public  Notice  of  the  petition  was  given  on 
February  4, 1980,  Report  No.  1213. 

1  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


Channel  No. 

City _ 

Present  Proposed 


Spencer,  Indiana . 224A 


5.  The  Commission’s  authority  to 
institute  rule  making  proceedings, 
showings  required,  cut-off  procedures, 
and  filing  requirements  are  contained  in 
the  attached  Appendix  below  and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note. — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned. 

6.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  August  18, 1980, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before 
September  8, 1980. 

6.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 
Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-9660. 
However,  members  of  the  public  should 
note  that  from  the  time  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

Appendix 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-320  RM-3568] 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281(b)(6)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  FM  Table  of  Assignments, 

§  73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 
Proponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in 
initial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a 
proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
file  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits 
or  incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  should  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the 


channel  if  it  is  assigned,  and,  if 
authorized,  to  build  the  station 
promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request. 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the 
consideration  of  filings  in  this 
proceeding. 

(a)  Counterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered 
if  advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 

§  1.420(d)  of  Commission  rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the 
proposal(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be 
considered  as  comments  in  the 
proceeding,  and  Public  Notice  to  this 
effect  will  be  given  as  long  as  they  are 
filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later 
than  that,  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this 
docket. 

4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable 
procedures  set  out  in  §  §  1.415  and  1.420 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  interested  parties  may  file 
comments  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached.  All  submissions 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must  be 
made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate 
pleadings.  Comments  shall  be  served  on 
the  petitioner  by  the  person  filing  the 
comments.  Reply  comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  person(s)  who  filed 
comments  to  which  the  reply  is  directed. 
Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420(a),  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Commission  rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  1.420  of  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  an 
original  and  four  copies  of  all  comments, 
reply  comments,  pleadings,  briefs,  or 
other  documents  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20195  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  i 

50  CFR  Parts  222  Through  277 

Cancellation  of  Scoping  Meeting  on 
Regulations  To  Reduce  Sea  Turtle 
Mortality  in  Southeastern  U.S.  Waters 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 

Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Cancellation  of  public  scoping 
meeting. 

summary:  On  June  12, 1980,  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  39875) 
annouced  a  scoping  meeting  and  intent 
to  prepare  a  draft  supplement  to  the 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
on  regulations  to  reduce  sea  turtle 
mortality  in  southeastern  U.S.  waters. 
The  scoping  meeting  was  scheduled  for 
9:00  a.m.,  July  17, 1980,  at  the  Admiral 
Benbow  Inn  (Airport),  1419  Virginia 
Avenue,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30337.  The 
scoping  meeting  is  being  cancelled 
because  the  work  plan  which  describes 
the  proposed  action,  issues,  alternatives, 
and  impacts  is  being  revised. 
date:  A  scoping  meeting  will  be 
rescheduled  to  review  the  proposed 
action  when  the  work  plan  is  revised. 
ADDRESS:  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  9450  Koger 
Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  A.  Oravetz,  Fishery 
Administrator,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  9450  Koger  Boulevard, 
St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702,  (813)  893- 
3366. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

work  plan  which  describes  the  proposed 
action,  issues,  alternatives,  and  impacts 
is  being  revised  to  include  additional 
information. 

Dated:  July  1. 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20247  Filed  7-0-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-22-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  918 

Permanent  Regulatory  Program 
Submission  of  Louisiana 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 


ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  reopening  of 
public  comment  period  on  Louisiana's 
permanent  regulatory  program. 


SUMMARY:  On  January  3, 1980,  the  State 
of  Louisiana  submitted  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  its  proposed 
permanent  regulatory  program  under  the 
Surface  Mining  Control  and  Reclamation 
Act  of  1977  (SMCRA).  The  submission  is 
intended  to  implement  requirements 
found  in  30  CFR  Chapter  VII,  which 
contains  the  permanent  program  rules 
issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

In  the  course  of  a  lawsuit  challenging 
the  Secretary's  rules,  certain  provisions 
were  suspended  or  remanded  pending 
further  rulemaking.  On  May  16, 1980,  the 
court  hearing  the.  case  ordered  that  the 
Secretary  must  disapprove  in  programs 
being  considered  all  State  provisions 
incorporating  suspended  or  remanded 
federal  rules.  On  June  16, 1980,  the 
Secretary  filed  a  motion  requesting  the 
court  to  stay  this  decision.  This  notice 
invites  public  comment  on  the 
Secretary's  tentative  determination 
identifying  provisions  in  the  Louisiana 
program  which  incorporate  suspended 
or  remanded  federal  rules. 

Also,  on  May  3, 1980,  Louisiana 
submitted  amendments  to  the  program 
in  the  form  of  proposed  regulatory  and 
statutory  amendments.  Public  comments 
are  also  hereby  solicited  on  these  May  3, 
1980,  Louisiana  program  amendments. 

DATES:  All  comments  must  be  received 
by  5:00  p.m.  on  July  17, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement, 
Administrative  Record,  Room  153, 1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

Copies  of  the  Louisiana  program 
submission,  the  opinions  of  the  Court  in 
the  lawsuit  discussed  below,  and  of  the 
May  3, 1980,  amendments  are  available 
for  review  and  copying  during  normal 
business  hours  at: 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement,  Region  IV,  5th 
Floor,  Scarritt  Building,  818  Grand 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
Office  of  Conservation,  625  North  Fourth 
Street,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70804. 
Office  of  Surface  Mining,  Room  153, 
Interior  South  Building,  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  Washington, 

D.C.  20240. 

Copies  of  the  Louisiana  statutes  and 
regulations  contained  in  Louisiana's 
program  submission  may  be  obtained  on 
request  from:  Mr.  Richard  Rieke,  OSM 
Region  IV,  5th  Floor,  Scarritt  Building, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106,  (816)  374- 
3920 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  C.  Close,  Assistant  Director,  State 
and  Federal  Programs,  Office  of  Surface 
Mining,  Interior  South  Building,  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20240,  (202)  343-5351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Louisiana  submitted  its  permanent 
regulatory  program  for  approval  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  January  3. 
1980.  After  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  program's 
completeness,  the  regional  director 
determined  this  initial  submission  to  be 
incomplete.  The  submission  was  later 
amended  by  Louisiana  to  include 
additional  material.  The  regional 
director  then  announced  a  public 
comment  period  and  public  hearing  to 
obtain  the  views  of  interested  persons 
and  agencies  on  the  adequacy  of 
Louisiana’s  submission.  That  public 
comment  period  closed  on  June  4, 1980. 
These  actions  were  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  9, 1980  (45 
FR  1949-1950),  February  27, 1980  (45  FR 
12917),  and  April  25, 1980  (45  FR  27955). 

Before  Louisiana  submitted  its 
program,  challenges  to  the  Secretary's 
permanent  program  regulations  were 
brought  by  representatives  of  industry, 
two  States  and  several  environmental 
groups  in  the  U.S.  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  These  suits  were 
consolidated  and  heard  in  a  single 
lawsuit  entitled  In  Re.  Permanent 
Surface  Mining  Regulation  Litigation 
(Civil  Action  No.  79-1144). 

In  response  to  the  arguments  raised  in 
the  challenges,  the  Secretary  voluntarily 
suspended  several  permanent  program 
regulations.  These  suspensions  were 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  27, 1979  (44  FR  67942), 
December  31, 1979  (44  FR  77,447 — 
77,454)  and  January  30, 1980  (45  FR 
6913).  In  two  opinions  the  court 
remanded  certain  other  regulations 
which  had  been  challenged  in  the 
lawsuit.  These  opinions  were  issued  on 
February  26, 1980,  and  May  16, 1980.  A 
list  of  all  the  suspended  and  remanded 
regulations  is  set  forth  below  under 
“Suspended  and  Remanded  Federal 
Regulations.”  OSM  intends  to  issue  a 
further  statement  of  the  full  effect  of  all 
suspensions  and  remands  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

In  its  May  16, 1980,  opinion,  the  court 
ordered  the  Secretary  to  affirmatively 
disapprove  any  regulation  in  a  State 
program  which  incorporates  a 
suspended  or  remanded  regulation. 
Although  the  Secretary  intends  to 
appeal  that  portion  of  the  court’s 
opinion,  he  intends  to  comply  with  it 
pending  its  modification  on  appeal  or  as 
a  result  of  his  Application  for  Stay  filed 
June  16, 1980. 
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OSM  has  completed  an  initial  review 
of  the  Louisiana  program  submission 
and  has  identified  the  provisions 
proposed  for  disapproval  and  the 
proposed  extent  of  disapproval.  These 
provisions  are  set  forth  below  under 
“Proposed  List  of  Louisiana  Provisions 
Incorporating  Suspended  or  Remanded 
Federal  Regulations.” 

This  list  identifies  provisions  the 
Secretary  would  delete  from  the 

Louisiana  program  if  he  approves  the 
remainder  of  the  program  and  sets  forth 
the  extent  to  which  each  of  the 
provisions  would  be  disapproved. 

The  Secretary  expects  shortly  to  make 
an  initial  decision  to  approve,  to 
approve  with  conditions,  or  to 

disapprove,  in  whole  or  in  part,  the 

Louisiana  program  submission.  The 
public  comment  period  on  the  adequacy 
of  the  submission  is  now  over.  However, 
the  Secretary  is  soliciting  public 
comments  at  this  time  in  order  to  enable 
the  public  to  assist  the  Secretary  in 
complying  with  the  court’s  May  16, 1980, 
order. 

Suspended  and  Remanded  Federal  Regulations 

Regulation 

Topic 

Extent  of  remand  or  suspension 

30  CFR  700.11(b) . . . *....  Regulations  implementing  the  two-acre  exemption  in  Section  528(2)  of  the  Act .  Suspended.  The  following  language  is  suspended,  “or 

any  such  operation  conducted  by  a  person  who  af¬ 
fects  or  intends  to  affect  more  than  two  acres  at  phys¬ 
ically  unrelated  sites  within  one  year.”  (44  FR  67942 
119791).  < 

30  CFR  701.5,  30  CFR  779,  30  CFR  780,  30  "Mine  plan  area":  Regulations  applying  permit  requirements  necessitate  operators  to  Remanded.  The  definition  of  “mine  plan  area"  (701.5)  is 
CFR  783,  30  CFR  784.  supply  information  for  areas  outside  the  permit  boundary.  suspended  and  the  phrase  "mine  plan  area"  is  sus- 

_  pended  where  it  appears  (779,  780,  783,  784).  The  in¬ 

formation  requirement  is  excessive  as  Sections  507 
and  508  of  the  Act  specifically  articulate  those  in¬ 
stances  in  which  information  outside  the  permit  area  is 
necessary.  (Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26,  1980,  pp.  35,  36: 
May  16.  1980,  pp.  57.  58.) 

30  CFR  701.1 1(d)(1«i)  and  (ii) . _ .  Provides  that  if  pre-existing  structures  meet  the  Secretary's  performance  standards  they  Suspended.  The  regulations  are  suspended  insofar  as 

may  be  exempted  from  the  Secretary's  reconstruction  design  requirements.  they  may  be  read  to  retain  discretion  in  the  regulatory 

authority  to  grant  an  exemption  from  reconstruction  of 
existing  structures  after  making  the  findings  in  30  CFR 
786.21  (44  FR  67942  [1979]). 

30  CFR  732.15(b)(7),  30  CFR  840.13(a) .  Regulations  require  state  programs  to  be  consistent  with  30  CFR  845  which  establishes  Remanded.  Section  518(i)  of  the  Act  only  necessitates  a 

a  point  system  for  assessing  civil  penalties.  state  program  to  incorporate  the  penalties  and  proce¬ 

dures  explicated  in  Section  518.  Furthermore,  the 
system  need  not  be  as  stringent  as  30  CFR  845.15 
nor  use  a  point  system  as  long  as  it  incorporates  the 
four  criteria  of  Section  518(a).  (Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26, 
1980,  pp.  14-15:  May  16,  1980,  pp.  56-57). 

30  CFR  761.5 . . . - .  The  definition  of  public  road...... _ _ _ _ ....... _  Suspended.  The  definition  of  public  road  is  suspended. 

OSM  will  rely  on  Section  522(e)(4)  of  SMCRA,  to  inter¬ 
pret  this  definition  pending  the  outcome  of  rulemaking. 
(44  FR  67942  tf9791). 

30CFR  761.5(a)(2)(i)_ . . .  “All  permits  test";  in  defining  “valid  existing  rights'  requires  operator  to  have  obtained  all  Remanded.  A  good  faith  effort  to  obtain  aN  permits 

permits  necessary  for  mining  prior  to  8/3/77.  before  8/31/77  should  be  sufficient  to  qualify  for  a 

valid  prior  existing  right.  (Court  Opinion,  Feb.  1980,  p. 
20). 

30  CFR  761.1 1(c)  and  .12(f)(1) . . - _ .....  Extension  of  prohibition  of  surface  coal  mining  operations  affecting  any  publicly-owned  Suspended.  Limitation  on  surface  mining  operations 

park  or  places  included  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Sites  to  operations  affecting  under  approved  State  programs  which  will  affect 

places  "eligible  for  listing  on"  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  places  eligible  for  listing  on  the  National  Register  of 

Historic  Places  is  to  be  deleted.  (44  FR  67942 

*  ‘  [1979]). 

30  CFR  761.11(c)  and  12(f)(1)- . . .  Privately  owned  places  listed  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  and  the  phrase  Suspended.  The  words  “or  a  statutory  or  regulatory  re- 

"or  a  statutory  or  regulatory  responsibility  for . . .”.  sponsibility  for"  in  30  CFR  761.12(f)(1)  are  suspended 

— ■  and  both  of  these  regulations  are  suspended  insofar 

as  they  would  apply  to  privately  owned  places  listed 
on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  in  addition 
to  publicly-owned  places.  (44  FR  67942  [1979]). 

30  CFR  776.11(b)(3)  and  (5) . .  Regulations  require  the  notice  of  exploration  to  include  a  map  of  the  exploration  area  Remanded.  Section  512(a)  of  the  Act  requires  notice  to 

and  command  an  operator  to  explain  his  basis  for  entering  the  exploration  area  when  include  only  a  description,  not  a  map,  and  provides  no 

surface  is  owned  by  a  person  other  than  the  operator.  authority  to  require  an  operator  to  explain  his  basis  for 

entering  the  land.  (Court  Opinion,  May  16,  1980,  p. 
54). 

30  CFR  779.20,  30  CFR  780.16,  30  CFR  Regulations  requiring  the  permit  application  to  contain  a  study  of  fish  and  wildlife,  and  a  Remanded.  No  authorization  in  the  permit  and  bonding 
783.20,  30  CFR  784.21.  fish  and  wildlife  reclamation  plan.  sections  of  the  Act  for  fish  and  wildlife  information. 

(Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26,  1980,  pp.  38-39). 

30  CFR  779.21,  30  CFR  783.21 .  Regulations  require  soil  survey  information  in  permit  application  for  land  not  qualifying  as  Remanded.  Under  Section  507(b)(16)  of  the  Act  a 

prime  farm  land.  permit  application  must  contain  a  soil  survey  only  for 

those  lands  which  a  reconnaissance  inspection  sug¬ 
gests  may  be  prime  farmland.  (Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26, 
1980.  pp.  39-40). 

30  CFR  783.14(a)(1) .  Geology  description  for  areas  to  be  affected  by  surface  operations  and  facilities .  Suspended.  The  regulation  is  suspended  insofar  as  it  re¬ 

quires  a  geologic  description  of  the  strata  down  to  and 
immediately  below  any  coal  seam  for  areas  to  be  af¬ 
fected  only  by  “surface  operations  and  facilities" 
where  no  removal  of  overburden  down  to  level  of  coal 
seam  will  occur  (44  FR  77455  [1979]). 

30  CFR  783  25  (c),  (h),  and  (i) . — . .  Regulations  require  cross  sections,  maps,  and  plans  as  part  of  the  informational  requi-  Remanded.  Subsections  (c).  (h).  and  (i).  which  concern 

sites  of  an  underground  permit  application.  coal  seam  and  overburden  description;  location  of  ex¬ 

isting  and  previously  mined  areas;  and  location  of 
‘  waste  disposal  and  impoundments,  are  suspended. 

Further  rulemaking  proceedings  must  be  held  (notice 
and  public  comment  on  the  proposed  justification. 
Court  Opinion,  May  16,  1980,  pp.  14-15). 

30  CFR  785.17(a) .  Prime  farmland  grandfather  clause . , .  Suspended.  The  prime  farmland  grandfather  clause  is 

suspended.  The  Secretary  will  rely  on  Section 
510(d)(2),  SMCRA,  to  interpret  this  exemption  pending 
the  outcome  of  further  rulemaking  (44  FR  77455 
[1979]). 
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Regulation 


Topic 


Extent  of  remand  or  suspension 


30  CFR  785.17(b)(3),  30  CFR  823.14(c) .  Moist  bulk  density  standard  for  soil  compaction . . .  Suspended.  The  regulation  was  suspended  to  allow  fur¬ 

ther  public  comment.  Until  a  standard  for  soil  compac¬ 
tion  is  proposed  and  adopted,  the  Office  will  imple¬ 
ment  the  permanent  program  prime  farmland  stand¬ 
ards  by  requiring  that  prime  farmland  permit  applica¬ 
tions  demonstrate  and  operators  mine  so  that  exces¬ 
sive  compaction  is  avoided  in  replacement  of  the  soil 
under  Section  508(a)  (4)-(5).  510(d)(1),  and  515(b)(7). 
SMCRA  (44  FR  77455  [1979]). 

30  CFR  785.17(b)(8) .  Regulation  states  that  revegetation  success  for  prime  farmlands  depends  upon  meeting  Remanded.  The  Act  requires  only  that  revegetation  meet 

a  high  management  level  standard.  equivalent  levels  for  surrounding  non-mined  prime 

farmlands.  (Court  Opinion,  May  16, 1980,  pp.  4-5). 

30  CFR  785.19(d)(2)  (Hi)  and  (iv) .  Surveys  and  data  required  for  areas  designated  as  alluvial  valley  floors .  Remanded.  Clarification  that  "water  quality  analyses  de¬ 

scribing  seasonal  variations  over  at  least  one  full 
year"  need  only  require  an  analysis  from  data  collect¬ 
ed  over  a  shorter  period  of  time  or  extrapolation  from 
existing  data  if  such  shorter  period  or  extrapolation 
process  is  sufficient  to  enable  the  regulatory  authority 
to  make  a  determination  of  the  impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  on  the  hydrologic  balance  of  the 
area,  as  required  by  Section  785.19(e).  (Court  Opinion. 
fMSb.  26,  1980,  p.  56). 

30  CFR  785.19(eM1)(H) . .  Regulation  requires  that  proposed  operations  not  materially  damage  quantity  and  quality  Remanded.  The  regulation  should  allow  negligible  farm- 

of  water  in  surface  and  underground  systems  supplying  alluvial  valley  floors.  land  interruption  and  undeveloped  range  lands 

(510(b)(5)(A))  as  exclusions  to  the  hydrology  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  510(b)(5)(B)  of  the  Act  (Court  Opin¬ 
ion,  Feb.  26,  1980,  pp.  52-53). 

30  CFR  785.19(e)(2) . . .  Regulation  establishes  a  test  for  the  small  acreage  exemption  of  Section  510(B)(5)  of  the  Remanded.  The  Act  allows  for  permit  approval  if  the 

Act.  mining  would  create  only  a  negligible  impact  on  a 

farm's  productive  capacity.  The  regulation  would  un¬ 
lawfully  prohibit  mining  in  this  situation  (Court  Opinion. 
Feb.  26,  1980,  pp.  51-51). 

30  CFR  786.5 .  Words  “or  has  not  been" . . . . . . . . .  Suspended.  No  longer  part  of  definition  of  irreparable 

harm  to  the  environment  (44  FR  67943  [1979]). 

30  CFR  805.13(d) . . . „ .  Exception  from  revegetation  requirements  for  a  long  term  intensive  agricultural  land  use..,  Suspended.  The  regulation  is  suspended  insofar  as  ex¬ 

ception  is  granted  from  requirements  specified  as 
those  "of  30  CFR  part  816"  (44  FR  67943  [1979]). 

30  CFR  806.12  (e)(6)(iri),  (g)(7)(ni) .  Cessation  of  operations  upon  insolvency  of  surety . : . . .  Suspended.  The  regulation  is  suspended  to  the  extent  it 

requires  cessation  of  operations  upon  the  insolvency 
Of  a  surety  (44  FR  67943  [1979]). 

30  CFR  807.11(e) .  Regulation  does  not  allow  citizen  access  to  the  mine  site  for  peformance  bond  release ....  Remanded.  Regulation  implementing  the  informal  con¬ 

ference  provisions  of  Section  519  of  the  Act  should  in- 

*  elude  a  provision  for  citizens'  access  to  the  mine  site 

(Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26,  1980,  pp.  41,  42). 

30  CFR  808.12(c) .  Bond  liability  limit .  Suspended.  Language  suspended  insofar  as  it  indicated 

bond  liability  in  the  permit  area  was  limited  to 
hydro  <  logic  balance  (44  FR  67943  [1979]). 

30  CFR  808.14(b) .  Regulation  allows  a  regulatory  authority  to  retain  forfeited  performance  bond  money  un-  Remanded.  Section  509  provides  no  basis  for  forfeiture 

necessary  for  costs  and  administrative  expenses  associated  with  reclamation.  beyond  the  amount  necessary  to  implement  and  com¬ 

plete  a  reclamation  plan  (Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26, 
1980,  pp.  44,  45). 

30  CFR  816.42(a)  (1)  and  (7)..... .  Regulations  require  that  runoff  from  reclaimed  lands  must  meet  the  same  effluent  limita-  Remanded.  Regulation  is  arbitrary  unless  Secretary  can 

tions  as  those  for  actively  mined  lands.  demonstrate  its  rationality  with  technical  support  and  a 

showing  of  operator’s  ability  to  meet  the  standard 
(Court  Opinion,  May  16,  1980,  pp.  19-20). 

30  CFR  816.42(b),  30  CFR  817.42(b) .  Application  of  effluent  limitations  to  periods  of  heavy  rainfall . .  Suspended.  The  precipitation  event  exemption  is  sus¬ 

pended  and  is  being  replaced  since  effluent  limitations 
may  often  not  be  achievable  with  the  use  of  conven¬ 
tional  physical  sediment  removal  measures  (44  FR 

77452  [1979],  44  FR  77453  [1979]). 

30  CFR  816.46(b),  30  CFR  817.46(b) .  The  minimum  sediment  storage  volume  for  sedimentation  ponds .  Suspended.  Sediment  storage  design  capacity,  in  addi¬ 

tion  to  sedimentation  pond  size,  is  suspended  (44  FR 

77453  [1979]). 

30  CFR  816.46(c),  30  CFR  817.46(c) .  Requirement  for  a  sedimentation  pond  to  contain  the  capacity  to  detain  water  for  a  24-  Suspended.  OSM  will  reednsider  and  repropose  require- 

hour  period.  ments  (44  FR  77453  [1979]). 

30  CFR  816.46(d),  30  CFR  817.46(d) .  Sedimentation  ponds:  dewatering . . . . . !.  Suspended.  The  words  "and  shall  have  a  discharge  rate 

to  achieve  and  maintain  the  required  theoretical  de¬ 
tention  time"  have  been  suspended  (44  FR  77453 
[1979]  and  45  FR  6913  [1980]). 

30  CFR  816.46(h),  30  CFR  817.46(h) .  Requirement  that  coal  operators  clean  out  sedimentation  ponds  when  sediment  consti-  Suspended.  The  required  frequency  of  sediment  removal 

tutes  60%  of  the  sediment  storage  capacity.  from  sedimentation  ponds  will  be  changed  (44  FR 

77453  [1979]  and  45  FR  6913  [1980]). 

30  CFR  816.65(f) . .  Regulation  prohibits  blasting  within  1,000  feet  of  any  building  and  500  feet  of  flammable  Remanded.  The  regulation  is  suspended  insofar  as  it  re¬ 
facilities  and  water  lines.  stricts  blasting  at  distances  greater  than  300  feet.  Im¬ 

proper  expansion  of  limitations  on  blasting.  See,  in  re: 
Surface  Mining  Regulation  Litigation,  No.  78-2190 
.  (D.C.  Cir.  May  2,  1980)  at  21-23  (Court  Opinion,  May 

16,  1980,  p.  26). 

30  CFR  816.83(a),  30  CFR  817.83(a) .  Requirement  that  coat  processing  waste  embankments  contain  s  subdrainage  system .  Suspended.  Requirements  are  suspended  to  the  extent 

that  they  would  preclude  an  exemption  from  the  un¬ 
derdrain  requirement  for  coal  processing  waste  banks 

-  where  an  operator  can  demonstrate  that  an  alternative 

to  the  required  subdrainage  system  would  ensure 
structural  integrity  of  the  waste  bank  and  protection  of 
ground  or  surface  water  quality  (44  FR  77455 
[1979]). 

30  CFR  816.95,  30  CFR  817.95 .  Air  quality  control  regulations  directing  operator  to  limit  fugitive  dust .  Remanded.  No  authority  to  regulate  air  quality  except  as 

related  to  erosion  (Court  Opinion,  May  16,  1980,  pp. 
27-29). 
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Suspended  and  Remanded  Federal  Regulations— Continued 

• 

Regulation 

Topic 

Extent  of  remand  or  suspension 

30  CFR  816.103(a)(1) . - .  Cover  of  acid-  and  toxic-forming  material.. 


30  CFR  816.115,  30  CFR  817.115,  30  CFR 
823.11(c),  30  CFR  823.15(b),  30  CFR 
623.15(c). 


Regulations  require  actual  grazing  on  and  mandatory  crop  production  from  lands  pro¬ 
posed  as  pasture  or  farm  lands  for  postmining  use. 


30  CFR  816.1 16(b),  30  CFR  817.1 16(b) . 


Regulations  delay  triggering  and  operator's  five-year  period  of  responsibility  for  revegeta¬ 
tion  until  the  operator  meets  the  Secretary’s  standard  for  vegetative  cover  density. 


30  CFR  816.133(b)(1),  30  CFR  817.133(b)(1).  Regulations  require  operator  to  restore  previously  mined  but 

“highest  and  best  use  .  .  .  compatible  with  surrounding  areas.". 


30  CFR  816.133(c)  (4)  and  (9),  30  CFR 
817.133(c)  (4)  and  (9). 


Regulations  requiring  operator  to  include  with  permit  application  a  letter  of  commitment 
for  postmining  land  use. 


30  CFR  701.5,816.150-178.. 


30  CFR  817.52(a)(1). 


30  CFR  817.54 . .-. . 


30  CFR  817.101(b)(1),  30  CFR  817.102 . 


Regulations  governing  roads,  /.a,  classification  system,  including  definition  of  “road"  in 
30  CFR  701.5. 


Monitoring  of  ground  water  level  infiltration  rates,  subsurface  flow  and  storage  character¬ 
istics  and  the  quality  of  groundwater. 


Regulation  requires  underground  operator  to  replace  the  water  supply  of  landowners  if 
the  operation  contaminates,  diminishes,  or  interrupts  the  supply. 


Regulations  apply  “approximate  original  contour"  (AOC)  regulations  to  underground 
mining. 


30  CFR  823 . - .  This  Part  sets  forth  performance  standards  for  operations  on  prime  farmland., 


Suspended.  The  regulation  is  suspended  insofar  as  it 
does  not  allow  for  treatment  as  an  alternative  to  cov¬ 
ering.  OSM  will  apply  J515(b)<14)  and  516(bX10). 
SMCRA,  and  30  CFR  816.48  and  817.48  pending  the 
outcome  of  the  rulemaking. 

Remanded.  Regulations  exceed  the  statutory  authority 
which  requires  only  that  restored  lands  be  “capable” 
of  supporting  the  designated  use  (Court  Opinion,  Feb. 
1980,  pp.  56-59). 

Remanded.  Regulation  improperly  extends  period  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  revegetation.  Section  515(b)(20)  of  the 
Act  intends  to  impose  liability  from  the  point  at  which 
the  operator  has  completed  seeding  and  fertilizing. 
Section  805.13(b)  provides  that  the  period  of  liability 
shall  begin  again  whenever  augmented  seeding,  fertil¬ 
izing,  irrigation,  or  other  work  is  required  or  conducted 
on  the  site  prior  to  bond  release  (Court  Opinion,  Feb. 
26,  1980,  pp.  59-61). 

Remanded.  Section  515(b)(2)  allows  the  operator  to 
choose  between  restoring  the  land  to  condition  capa¬ 
ble  of  supporting  pnor-to-mming  use  or  higher  use 
(Court  Opinion,  May  16,  1980,  pp.  55-56). 

Remanded.  Exceeds  statutory  authority  as  Section 
515(b)(2)  of  the  Act  only  requires  an  operator  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  a  “reasonable  likelihood"  of  attaining  a  post 
mining  use  that  is  higher  or  better  than  previous  use 
(Court  Opinion,  Feb.  26.  1980,  pp.  62.  63) 

Remanded.  Inadequate  notice  and  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  road  classification  system  by  not  alerting 
the  plaintiffs  to  the  possibility  of  such  a  system  (Court 
Opinion,  May  16.  1980,  pp.  32-36). 

Suspended.  The  language  “on  the  recharge  capacity  of 
reclaimed  lands  and  .  ."  is  suspended  since  under¬ 
ground  mining  should  not  affect  the  structural  integrity 
of  water-bearing  formations  and  thus  no  special  pre¬ 
cautions  are  necessary  to  protect  recharge  capacity 
(44  FR  77455  11979]). 

Remanded.  Section  717(b)  of  the  Act  provides  authonty 
to  require  water  replacement  only  for  surface  coal 
mining  operations  (Court  Opinion,  May  16.  1980,  pp. 
36-37). 

Remanded.  The  regulations  as  applied  to  underground 
mining  must  provide  some  flexibility  for  settled  fills  that 
have  become  stabilized  and  revegetated  (Court  Opin¬ 
ion,  May  16,  1980.  pp  17-18). 

Remanded  to  promulgate  an  exemption  The  application 
of  prime  farmland  requirements  to  underground  mining 
is  upheld,  but  an  exemption  is  required  for  surface 
facilities  actively  used  over  extended  periods  but 
which  affect  a  minimal  amount  of  land  (Court  Opinion. 
May  16.  1980.  pp.  1-3).  • 


Proposed  List  of  Louisiana  Provisions 
Incorporating  Suspended  or  Remanded 
Federal  Regulations 

1.  Section  100.5  (146),  the  definition  of 
“valid  existing  rights,”  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  does  not 
allow  recognition  of  such  rights  an 
operator  may  claim  by  having  made  a 
good  faith  effort  to  obtain  all  permits 
before  8/31/77  as  stipulated  by  the 
Court’s  decision. 

2.  Section  100.5  (6),  the  definition  of 
“mine  plan  area,”  and  the  use  of  the 
term  in  Parts  179  and  180  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  of  the  Court’s 
Order  regarding  requirements  of 
information  outside  thp  permit  area. 

3.  Sections  179.20  and  180.16  requiring 
a  permit  application  to  contain  a  study 
of  fish  and  wildlife  and  to  include  a  fish 
and  wildlife  reclamation  plan  would  be 
disapproved. 

4.  Section  179.21  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  requires  a 
soil  survey  for  lands  other  than  those 
which  a  reconnaissance  inspection 
suggests  may  be  prime  farmland. 


5.  Section  207.11(e)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  fails  to 
provide  for  citizens’  access  to  the  mine- 
site  when  the  informal  conference 
provisions  are  implemented  during  bond 
release. 

6.  Section  208.14(b)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  allows  the 
regulatory  authority  to  forefeit  and  keep 
the  entire  amount  of  a  bond  wher%  the 
entire  amount  is  not  needed  to  complete 
the  reclamation. 

7.  Section  216.115  Would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  requires  an 
operator  who  proposes  range  or  pasture 
as  the  post-mining  land  use  to  actually 
use  the  land  for  grazing  for  the  last  two 
years  of  bond  liability. 

8.  Sections  223.11(c),  223.15(b),  and 
223.15(c)  would  be  disapproved  to  the 
extent  they  require  an  operator  on  prime 
farmland  to  actually  return  the  land  to 
crop  production. 

9.  Section  216.116(b)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  that  it  states 
that  an  operator’s  responsibility  for 
successful  revegetation  is  not 
commenced  until  the  vegetation  reaches 


90  percent  of  the  natural  cover  in  the 
area. 

10.  Section  216.133(c)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  requires  an 
operator  to  provide  “letters  of 
commitment"  for  proposed  land  use 
changes  or  for  proposed  cropland  use. 

11.  Sections  185.17fa)(3)  and  223.14(c), 

concerning  excessive  soil  compaction, 
would  be  disapproved,  pending  OSM’s 
promulgation  of  a  standard  for  soil 
compaction.  . 

12.  Sections  216.42  (a)(1)  and  (a)(7) 
would  be  disapproved  to  the  extent  they 
apply  effluent  standards  to  the 
reclamation  phase  of  a  surface  coal 
mining  operation. 

13.  Section  216.42(b),  relating  to 
effluent  standard  exemptions  during 
major  storm  periods,  would  be 
disapproved  pending  OSM’s 
promulgation  of  new  sediment  removal 
regulations. 

14.  Section  216.46(b),  concerning 
sediment  storage  volume  in  sediment 
ponds,  would  be  disapproved,  pending 
OSM’s  promulgation  of  new 
requirements. 
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15.  Section  216.46(c),  concerning 
detention  time  for  water  in  sediment 
ponds,  would  be  disapproved,  pending 
OSM’8  promulgation  of  new 
requirements. 

16.  Section  216.46(d)  would  be  . 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  requires 
dewatering  devices  to  have  a  discharge 
rate  to  achieve  and  maintain  the 
theoretical  detention  time  for  sediment 
ponds. 

17.  Section  216.46(h),  concerning 
sediment  removal  from  sediment  ponds, 
would  be  disapproved,  pending  OSM’s 
repromulgation  of  rules. 

18.  Section  216.65(f),  requiring  special 
approval  prior  to  blasting  within  1,000 
feet  of  certain  buildings  and  500  feet  of 
other  facilities  and  which  restricts 
blasting  at  distances  greater  than  300 
feet,  would  be  disapproved. 

19.  Section  216.83,  concerning  coal 
processing  waste  banks,  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  precludes  a 
possible  exemption  from  the  underdrain 
requirement  where  the  operator  can 
demonstrate  that  an  alternative  would 
ensure  structural  integrity  of  the  waste 
bank  and  protection  of  water  quality. 

20.  Section  216.95,  concerning  air 
resources  protection,  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  applies  to 
air  pollution  not  caused  by  erosion. 

21.  Section  216.150-176,  concerning 
performance  standards  for  three  classes 
of  roads,  would  be  disapproved  pending 
OSM’s  promulgation  of  new  regulations. 

22.  Section  101.5(93),  the  definition  of 
“roads”  that  is  used  in  Sections  216.150- 
176,  would  be  disapproved,  pending 
OSM’s  promulgation  of  new  regulations. 

23.  Section  185.17(a)(8),  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  that  it 
requires  prime  farmland  reclamation 
target  yields  to  be  based  on  estimated 
yields  under  a  high  level  of  management 
rather  than  a  level  of  management 
equivalent  to  that  used  on  prime 
farmlands  in  the  surrounding  area. 

24.  Section  101.11(c)(1)  (i)  and  (ii) 
relating  to  exemptions  for  existing 
structures,  would  be  disapproved  to  the 
extent  that  the  exemptions  are  not 
mandatory  after  the  appropriate  findings 
are  made. 

25.  Section  176.11(a)(3)  concerning  the 
requirements  for  maps  of  the  proposed 
exploration  area,  would  be  disapproved. 

26.  Section  176.11(a)(5)  concerning  the 
requirement  that  operators  explain  their 
basis  for  entering  the  development  area 
when  the  surface  is  owned  by  a  person 
other  than  the  operator  would  be 
disapproved. 

27.  Section  216.133(b)(1)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  does  not 
allow  restoration  of  lands  to  the 
conditions  they  were  capable  of 


supporting  prior  to  any  mining. 

28.  Sections  161.11(c)  and  161.12(f)(1) 
would  be  disapproved  to  the  extent  that 
they  prohibit  or  restrict  mining  near 
places  only  eligible  for  listing  on  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  and 
the  words  "or  a  statutory  or  regulatory 
responsibility  for”  in  Section  161.12(f)(1) 
would  be  disapproved.  Further,  both 
rules  would  be  disapproved  to  the 
extent  that  they  apply  to  privately- 
owned  places  listed  on  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places  in  addition  to 
publicly-owned  places. 

29.  Section  206.12(e)(6)(iii)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  requires 
cessation  of  operations  upon  the 
insolvency  of  a  surety. 

30.  Section  208.12(C)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  that  it  limits 
bond  liability  to  protection  of  the 
hydrologic  balance. 

31.  Section  216.103(a)(1)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  it  does  not 
provide  operators  the  option  of  treating 
acid-forming  and  toxic-forming  material 
in  lieu  of  covering  such  materials. 

32.  Sections  245.13  and  245.14  would 
be  disapproved  to  the  extent  they 
impose  a  civil  penalty  point  system. 

33.  Section  205.13(d)  would  be 
disapproved  to  the  extent  that  the 
exception  the  regulatory  authority  may 
grant  might  be  from  all  of  Section  216. 

34.  Section  100.11(b),  concerning  the 
two-acre  exemption,  would  be 
disapproved  insofar  as  it  applies  to  any 
operation  by  the  person  who  affects  or 
intends  to  affect  more  than  two  acres  at 
physically  unrelated  sites  within  one 
year  when  the  area  affected  at  each  site 
does  not  exceed  two  acres. 

35.  Section  100.5(85),  the  definition  of 
“public  road,”  would  be  disapproved 
pending  repromulgation  of  Federal  rules. 

Louisiana  State  Program  Amendment  of 
May  3, 1980 

On  May  3, 1980,  the  Louisiana  Office 
of  Conservation  amended  its  program 
submission  with  proposed  amendments 
to  the  statutory  and  regulatory 
provisions  of  the  Louisiana  program. 

The  full  text  of  the  amendment  to  the 
submission  is  found  in  Administrative 
Record  No.  LA-103,  which  is  available 
at  the  locations  listed  above  under 
“Addresses,"  The  proposed  statutory 
and  regulatory  changes  are  summarized 
below. 

1.  Section  906  D(3)  of  the  Louisiana 
Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Control 
Act  (LSMRA)  submitted  on  May  3, 1980, 
was  proposed  to  be  amended  to 
eliminate  the  conflict  between  Section 
188.16(c)  of  the  Louisiana  regulations 
and  the  earlier  Section  906  D(3)  of  the 
LSMRA. 


2.  The  following  regulatory  changes  to 
the  Louisiana  state  program  submission 
submitted  May  3, 1980,  were  proposed: 

(a)  Section  100.5 — Definitions  as  follows: 
Historic  lands 
Assets 

Current  liabilities 
Current  ratio 
Monitoring 

Probable  cumulative  impacts 
Probable  hydrologic  consequence 

(b)  Section  101.11(c)(1) — Each 
structure  used  in  connection  with  or  to 
facilitate  a  coal  exploration, 
development,  or  surface  coal  mining  and 
reclamation  operation  shall  comply  with 
the  performance  standards  and  the 
design  requirements  of  these 
regulations. 

(c)  Section  161.4(b) — Determination 
whether  an  application  for  a  permit 
must  be  denied  because  of  Section 
522(e)  of  SMCRA. 

(d)  Section  185.22 — An  application  for 
a  permit  meeting  the  requirements  of 
Subchapter  K  of  30  CFR. 

(e)  Section  205.13(d) — Deleted. 

(f)  Section  207.11(e)(5) — Changes  to 
this  provision  relative  to  public  access 
to  surface  coal  mining  operations. 

Public  Comment  Period 

The  new  period  for  public  comment  is 
necessary  to  allow  opportunity  for  the 
public  to  review  and  comment  on  the 
Secretary’s  tentative  determination 
identifying  provisions  in  the  Louisiana 
program  which  incorporate  suspended 
or  remanded  federal  rules  and  formally 
to  announce  receipt  of  the  May  3, 1980, 
amendments  to  the  Louisiana  program 
as  contained  in  Administrative  Record 
document  No.  LA-103. 

With  respect  to  the  tentative 
determination  identifying  provisions  in 
the  Louisiana  program  which 
incorporate  suspended  or  remanded 
federal  rules,  the  public  is  now  invited 
to  comment  only  on  the  accuracy  of  the 
Secretary’s  list  of  provisions  of  the 
Louisiana  program  which  incorporate 
suspended  or  remanded  federal 
regulations  and  the  adequacy  of  the 
proposed  extent  of  the  disapprovals.  In 
particular,  the  Secretary  wishes  to  know 
if  other  provisions  should  be  included, 
or  if  any  of  those  listed  should  not  be, 
and  to  receive  comments  on  the 
proposed  extent  of  the  deletions. 

Public  comments  on  the  May  3,  i980, 
amendments  must  pertain  solely  to  the 
affects  which  the  amended  language 
would  have  on  the  existing  program 
provisions.  OSM  is  not  soliciting  public 
comments  on  those  program  provisions 
previously  made  available  for  public 
comment  between  April  25  and  June  4, 
1980  (45  FR  27955). 
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Miscellaneous  Findings 

OSM  has  determined  that  pursuant  to 
Section  702(d)  of  SMCRA,  30  U.S.C. 
1292(d),  no  environmental  impact 
statement  need  be  prepared  on  the 
decision  on  the  Louisiana  program. 

The  Director  of  OSM  has  determined 
that  this  document  is  not  a  significant 
rule  under  E.0. 12044  or  43  CFR  Part  14, 
and  no  regulatory  analysis  is  being 
prepared  on  this  proposed  rule. 

Dated:  )uly  2, 1980. 

Walter  N.  Heine,  P.E., 

Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining, 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20294  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4310-05-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Foreign  Assets  Control  Office 
31  CFR  Part  535 

Iranian  Assets  Control  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control,  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control  is  proposing  an  amendment  to 
the  Iranian  Assets  Control  Regulations. 
The  purpose  of  the  amendment  would 
be  to  add  §  535.205,  requiring  that 
certain  types  of  blocked  Iranian 
property  be  held  in  interest-bearing 
status.  The  need  for  the  amendment  is  to 
ensure  that  blocked  property  is  held  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  good 
management  of  the  property  and  with 
the  policy  objectives  of  the  Regulations. 
The  effect  of  the  amendment  would  be 
that  most  types  of  blocked  Iranian 
property  henceforth  would  be  held  in 
interest-bearing  status. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  6, 1980. 
address:  Send  comments  to  the  Acting 
Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Assets 
Control,  Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Room  504, 1331  G  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20220. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dennis  M.  O’Connell,  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control, 
Department  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.C.  20220,  (202)  376-0395. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Since  the 
Regulations  involve  a  foreign  affairs 
function,  the  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
553,  requiring  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making,  opportunity  for  public 
participation  and  delay  in  effective  date 
are  inapplicable.  Nonetheless,  because 
of  the  technical  nature  of  the 
regulations,  comments  are  being 


requested.  However,  the  comment 
period  has  been  limited  to  30  days. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  §  535.205  would  • 
require  either  that  property  identified  in 
paragraph  (f)  be  transferred  into  an 
interest-bearing  account  or  that  interest 
be  credited  to  the  property  in  the  hands 
of  the  present  holder  or  obligor. 

The  requirement  to  credit  interest 
would  be  effective  as  of  December  1* 
1979.  Persons  who  held  blocked  property 
as  of  that  date  would  be  subject  to  the 
requirement.  In  certain  cases,  blocked 
bank  accounts  may  already  have  been 
transferred  at  the  request  of  the 
depositor  from  demand  to  interest- 
bearing  status.  Section  535.420, 
published  December  28, 1979,  makes 
clear  that  transfers  of  such  deposits 
from  demand  to  interest-bearing  status 
at  the  request  of  the  account  owner  are 
authorized  by  §  535.508,  published  on 
November  20, 1979.  In  addition, 
depositary  institutions  may  have  made 
such  transfers  on  their  own  initiative,  in 
view  of  the  inequity  of  continuing  to 
hold  the  funds  in  demand  status  and 
earning  income  on  the  funds  while  the 
depositor  has  not  had  the  effective 
power  to  demand  either  withdrawal  or 
payment  on  his  order. 

The  December  1, 1979  effective  date 
prevents  any  holder  of  blocked  assets 
subject  to  the  interest  requirement  from 
deriving  any  unjust  enrichment  from  the 
fact  that  the  emergency  blocking  action 
by  the  President,  as  a  practical  matter, 
converted  obligations  payable 
immediately  or  on  demand  into  either 
deferred  obligations  or  time  deposits. 
This  requirement  is  in  furtherance  of  the 
preservation  of  the  assets  to  ensure 
satisfaction  of  claims  of  Americans 
against  the  Government  of  Iran,  a 
primary  objective  announced  in  the 
President’s  November  14, 1979,  report  to 
the  Congress.  It  would  be  inequitable  to 
permit  the  retention  by  holders  of 
windfall  profits  derived  from  the 
interest-free  use  of  blocked  funds. 
Holders  would  have  30  days  to  comply 
with  the  interest  requirement. 

Paragraph  (b)  would  defer  the 
immediate  effect  of  the  interest 
requirement  as  to  the  amount  of  any  set¬ 
off  which  would  have  been  claimed 
against  the  owner  by  the  holder  of  the 
blocked  property  absent  the  blocking  of 
the  assets.  However,  use  of  this 
exemption  is  subject  to  a  duty  to  pay 
interest  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  if  the  set-off  is  ultimately  not 
recognized,  either  because  it  is 
determined  to  be  without  merit  under 
applicable  law  or  is  otherwise 
disallowed  as  part  of  a  claims 
settlement. 

With  respect  to  standby  letters  of 


credit  opened  in  favor  of  Iranian  entities 
by  U.S.  account  parties,  three  distinct 
situations  should  be  noted.  First,  where 
there  has  been  a  demand  and  payment 
has  been  made  by  the  bank  into  a 
blocked  account  in  the  name  of  the 
Iranian  entity,  this  account  would  be 
subject  to  the  interest  requirement  on 
the  same  basis  as  any  other  blocked 
bank  account.  (See  paragraph  (c)(1).) 

Second,  where  no  demand  has  yet 
been  made  under  the  letter  of  credit, 
there  would  be  no  matured  obligation 
subject  to  the  interest  requirement. 
(Paragraph  (c)(2)  excludes  unmatured 
obligations  from  the  interest 
requirement.) 

Third,  where  there  has  been  a 
demand,  but  a  substitute  blocked 
account,  in  lieu  of  payment  by  the  bank, 
has  been  established  by  the  U.S. 
account  party  pursuant  to  a  specific 
license  issued  under  the  provisions  of 
§  535.568,  that  account  is  exempt. 
However,  interest  shall  be  due  from  the 
effective  date'of  the  section  on  any 
liquidated  obligation  of  the  U.S.  account 
party  to  an  Iranian  entity  on  its 
underlying  contract,  performance  of 
which  is  secured  by  the  standby  letter  of 
credit.  Liability  for  interest  will  be 
limited  to  interest  on  the  obligation 
which  is  ultimately  determined  to  exist 
and  which  is  recognized,  either  by 
judicial  or  quasi-judicial  determination 
or  for  purposes  of  a  claims  settlement. 

Paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  set  forth  the 
rates  of  interest  to  be  credited  on 
various  types  of  blocked  property. 

Paragraph  (f)  identifies  the  types  of 
blocked  property  subject  to  the  interest 
requirement:  currency,  bank  deposits 
and  bank  accounts,  and  undisputed 
debts,  claims  or  obligations  which  are 
either  liquidated  or  matured.  However, 
the  provisions  of  section  535.205  do  not 
apply  to  blocked  Iranian  property  held 
by  foreign  affiliates  of  U.S.  firms.  The 
duty  to  credit  interest  will  be 
determined  by  the  law  of  the  host 
country  of  the  foreign  affiliate. 

Paragraph  (g)  states  that  the 
requirement  to  credit  interest  applies  to 
the  United  States  Government  and  any 
agency  or  instrumentality  thereof, 
except  as  otherwise  licensed  by  the 
Office. 

Paragraph  (h)  defines  the  term 
“effective  date”  solely  for  purposes  of 
this  section  to  mean  December  1, 1979. 

31  CFR  Part  535  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  §  535.205  as  follows: 

§  535.205  Holding  of  certain  types  of 
blocked  property  in  interest-bearing 
accounts. 

(a)  Except  as  othewise  provided  or  as 
licensed  under  this  part,  any  person 
holding  any  property  included  in 
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paragraph  (f),  or  who  held  such  property 
at  any  time  on  or  since  December  1, 

1979,  is  prohibited  from  holding, 
withholding,  using,  transferring, 
engaging  in  any  transaction  involving,  or 
exercising  any  right,  power,  or  privilege 
with  respect  to  any  such  property, 
unless  it  is  held  in  an  interest-bearing 
account,  or  unless  interest  is  credited  on 
the  property  by  the  holder  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
Persons  subject  to  this  requirement  have 
thirty  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  section  in  the  Federal  Register  to 
comply  with  the  requirement. 

(b)  Persons  who,  absent  the 
prohibitions  of  §  535.201,  normally 
would  have  claimed  a  set-off  against 
property  which  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  are  exempt  from  paragraph  (a) 
to  the  extent  of  the  set-off,  provided 
however,  that  interest  shall  be  due  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  section  if  the 
claim  to  a  set-off  is  ultimately  not 
recognized. 

(c)  The  interest  requirement  of 
paragraph  (a)  applies  to  obligations 
under  standby  letters  of  credit,  as 
defined  in  §  535.568,  as  follows: 

(1)  Where  there  has  been  a  demand 
under  the  letter  of  credit  and  payment 
has  been  made  by  the  bank  into  a 
blocked  account  in  the  name  of  the 
Iranian  entity,  that  account  is  subject  to 
the  interest  reguirement  of  paragraph 
(a),  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (f)(1). 

(2)  Where  no  demand  has  been  made 
under  the  letter  of  credit,  the  contingent 
obligations  of  the  bank  and  the  account 
party  are  not  subject  to  the  interest 
requirement  of  paragraph  (a),  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (f)(2)  which 
excludes  unmatured  obligations  from 
the  scope  of  the  interest  requirement. 

(3)  Where  there  has  been  a  demand, 
but  a  substitute  blocked  account,  in  lieu 
of  payment  by  the  bank  and 
reimbursement  by  the  account  party, 
has  been  established  by  the  U.S. 
account  party  pursuant  to  a  specific 
license  issued  under  §  535.568,  the 
substitute  blocked  account  is  exempt 
from  the  interest  requirement  of 
paragraph  (a),  provided  however,  that 
interest  shall  be  due  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  section  if  any  liquidated 
obligation  of  the  account  party  to  an 
Iranian  entity  on  the  underlying  contract 
between  the  parties  is  ultimately 
determined  to  exist  and  is  recognized. 

(d)  The  rate  of  interest  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  on  interest-bearing 
account  or  other  obligations  subject  to 
the  interest  requirement  shall  be 
calculated  as  from  December  1, 1979, 
and  shall  be  not  less  than  5%%, 
provided  however,  that  on  amounts  of 


$100,000  or  more,  the  rate  payable  on 
30 — day  certificates  of  deposits,  as 
stated  in  Federal  Reserve  -Board  weekly 
release  H.15,  shall  apply. 

(ej  Any  account  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  may  be  held  at 
a  higher  rate  than  specified  in  paragraph 
(d)  upon  instruction  of  the  account 
owner. 

(f)  The  following  types  of  property  are 
subject  to  paragraph  (a): 

(1)  currency,  bank  deposits  and  bank 
accounts  subject  to  the  provisions  of 

§  535.201;  and, 

(2)  property  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  §  535.201  which  consists,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  of  undisputed  and  either 
liquidated  or  matured  debts,  claims, 
obligations  or  other  evidences  of 
indebtedness,  to  the  extent  of  any 
amount  that  is  undisputed  and 
liquidated  or  matured;  Provided 
however,  that  the  duty  to  credit  interest 
on  any  property  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  §  535.201  which,  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  this  section,  was  held 
by  a  foreign  branch  or  subsidiary  of  a 
U.S.  person  shall  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  the  local  law  of  the 
host  country  of  the  foreign  branch  or 
subsidiary.  Property  in  the  form  of  a 
debt  is  not  held  outside  the  United 
States  if  the  funds  intended  to  pay  that 
debt  are  held  inside  the  United  States. 

(g)  The  provisions  of  this  section 
apply  to  the  United  States  Government 
and  any  agency  or  instrumentality 
thereof,  except  as  otherwise  licensed  by 
the  Office  of  Foreign  Assets  Control. 

(h)  Solely  for  purposes  of  this  section, 
the  term  “effective  date”  shall  mean 
December  1, 1979. 

(Secs.  201-207,  91  Stat.  1626,  50  U.S.C.  1701- 
1706;  EO  No.  12170,  44  FR  65720;  EO  12211,  45 
FR  26685) 

Dated:  July  2, 1980. 

Dennis  M.  O'Connell, 

Acting  Director. 

Approved: 

Richard  J.  Davis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20399  Filed  7-3-80;  11.59  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Clove  Brook  Watershed,  New  Jersey 

AGENCY:  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  authorization  for 
watershed  planning. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Plater  T.  Campbell,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  1370  Hamilton  Street,  Somerset, 
New  Jersey  08873,  telephone  number 

(201)  246-1205. 

notice:  The  New  Jersey  State 
Conservationist  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  has  been  authorized  to  provide 
planning  assistance  to  local 
organizations  for  the  Clove  Brook 
Watershed.  The  State  Conservationist 
may  proceed  with  investigations  and 
surveys  as  necessary  to  develop  the 
watershed  plan  under  authority  of  the 
Watershed  Protection  and  Flood 
Prevention  Act,  Pub.  L.  83-566,  and  in 
accordance  with  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  act  of 
1969,  Pub.  L.  91-190. 

Persons  intrested  in  this  project  may 
contact  Mr.  Plater  T.  Campbell,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  1370  Hamilton  Street,  Somerset, 
New  Jersey  08873,  telephone  number 

(202)  246-1205. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program) 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 
June  18, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20142  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  ami 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Dockets  31290  and  37819;  Order  80-6-178] 

Establishment  of  the  Interim  Standard 
Industry,  Industry  Fare  Level,  and 
Petition  of  Air  Transport  Association 
for  Rulemaking 

Order 

The  Airline  Deregulation  Act  of  1978 
(ADA)  requires  that  the  Board  compute  ' 
a  "standard  industry  fare  level”  (SIFL) 
based  upon  the  fare  level  in  effect  on 
July  1, 1977,  and  not  less  than 
semiannually,  update  the  SIFL  by 
increasing  or  decreasing  it  by  the 
percentage  change  in  actual  operating 
costs  per  available  seat-mile  (ASM)  for 
interstate  and  overseas  transportation 
combined.  Once  computed,  the  SIFL 
becomes  the  benchmark  for  measuring 
the  statutory  zone  of  reasonableness. 

The  Board  has  periodically  adjusted  the 
SIFL  on  July  1,  September  1,  and 
November  1, 1979.  The  September  and 
November  adjustments  reflected  chages 
caused  by  the  rapid  inflation  in  fuel 
expense  solely.  With  the  January  1, 1980 
adjustment  (Order  79-12-162)  we 
adopted  the  policy  of  adjusting  non-fuel 
costs  on  a  bi-monthly  basis  as  well.  The 
bi-monthly  SIFL  adjustments  for  fuel 
costs  were  adopted  because  of  the  rapid 
escalation  of  fuel  prices  which  were 
being  experienced  during  this  period. 
(See  Order  79-8-184). 

We  note  that  fuel  price  increases  have 
recently  moderated  as  has  the  rate  of 
general  inflation.  With  the  indication  of 
greater  stability  in  fuel  prices,  fuel  cost 
increases  may  well  be  no  greater  than 
the  inflation  rate  for  the  balance  of  the 
year,  and  in  terms  of  real  prices,  could 
conceivably  decline.  However,  we  have 
continued  with  our  methodology  of  a 
four  month  moving  average  for 
projecting  fuel  costs.  This  methodology 
has  resulted  in  some  understatements  as 
well  as  overstatements  of  actual  fuel 
costs  in  past  periods,  but,  as  we  have 
noted  in  prior  orders,  tends  to  be  self- 
correcting  over  time.  However,  because 
of  the  lessened  volatility  in  fuel  costs 
and  given  current  policies  of  interim 
expanded  fare  flexibility  policy  (PS-94) 
we  are  returning  to  a  six-month  SIFL 
adjustment  period  as  set  forth  in  Section 
1002(d)(6)(B)  of  the  ADA  for  both  fuel 
and  non-fuel  SIFL  cost  adjustments.  This 
will  minimize  our  involvement  in  airline 
pricing. 


We  have  evaluated  the  non-fuel 
increases  on  both  an  annual  and 
quarterly  basis  and  have  determined 
that  the  moderation  of  non-fuel  cost 
increases  and  the  absence  of  unusual 
increases  in  non-fuel  costs  in  the  First 
quarter  of  1980  over  1979  prompts  the 
return  to  use  of  annual  data  for  the 
projection  of  non-fuel  costs.  As  noted  in 
our  previous  order  (80-4-211),  twelve- 
month  data  are  more  reliable  because 
quarterly  results  can  be  completely 
distorted,  and  in  the  absenceof  unusual 
circumstances,  annual  data  provide  a 
preferable  base.  For  this  reason,  we  are 
also  denying  the  Air  Transport 
Association’s  petition  for  rulemaking  in 
Docket  37819.  The  petition  asked  that 
we  regularly  use  quarterly  data  when 
updating  both  the  SIFL  and  the  Standard 
Foreign  Fare  Level.  Although  the 
petition  is  being  denied,  we  retain  the 
option  us  using  quarterly  data  on  those 
occasions  when  the  advantage — keeping 
up  with  sudden  shifts  in  inflation — 
outweighs  the  potential  distortion. 

May  1980  fuel  costs  are  now  available 
and  indicate  an  increase  in  average 
price  per  gallon  of  .76  cents  over  April  to 
87.14  cents.  Applying  our  methodology 
to  the  year  ended  March  1980  financial 
data  and  May  1980  fuel  costs 1  and 
projecting  fuel  and  non-fuel  costs  to 
October  1, 1980,  raises  the  SIFL  about 
3.1  percent  over  the  level  effective  May 
1, 1980.  (Appendix  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document.) 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
section  1002: 


1  Trunk  and  local  service  carrier  scheduled 
service  fuel  price  calculation. 


Month 

Price/ 

gallon 

(cents) 

Change  from 
previous 
month 
(cents) 

February  1980 . 

82.81 

5.52 

March . 

85.79 

April . 

86  38 

.59 

May . . 

87.14 

.76 

Our  methodology  projects  the  average 
change  in  price  over  the  last  four  months  to 
the  chosen  future  date,  then  adds  the 
projected  change  to  the  current  fuel  price.  In 
this  case,  we  projected  an  average  increase 
of  2.48  cents  per  month  for  four  and  one-half 
months  (to  October  1),  then  adds  this  11.07 
cents  increase  to  the  May  price — projecting  a 
cost  of  98.21  cents  per  gallon  as  of  October  1, 
1980. 
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1.  We  set  the  Standard  Industry  Fare 
Level  effective  July  1, 1980,  as  follows: 
Terminal  charge:  $25.92,  plus  .1418/mile 
(0-500  miles);  .1081 /mile  (501-1,500 
miles);  .1039/mile  (over  1,500  miles). 

2.  We  deny  the  Air  Transport 
Association’s  petition  for  rulemaking  in 
Docket  37819. 

This  order  shall  be  served  on  the  Air 
Transportation  Association  of  America 
and  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

All  members  concurred. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20213  Filed  7-3-80,  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8320-01-M _ _ 

[Docket  37294,  Order  80-6-173] 

Priority  and  Nonpriority  Domestic 
Service  Mail  Rates  Investigation 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

By  Order  78-11-80,  the  Board  adopted 
a  review  procedure  and  updating 
formula  for  establishing  final  domestic 
service  mail  rates  for  future  periods  on  a 
semi-annual  basis.  The  update 
procedure  has  been  modified 
subsequently.1  The  present  order  to 
sho'v  cause  reflects  all  revisions 
adopted  by  the  Board  and  proposes 
tentative  final  rates  for  the  third  quarter 
of  calendar  year  1980. 

In  addition,  it  also  incorporates  one 
modification  to  the  formula.  As 
indicated  iri  Order  79-7-16,  we  have 
restated  the  1974  base  period  cost  data 
to  reflect  the  capitalization  of  leases  for 
comparative  purposes.  In  the  past,  we 
have  been  adjusting  the  latest  cost  data 
to  insure  comparability  with  cost  data 
for  periods  prior  to  the  change  in 
accounting  for  lease  expense.  The 
carriers  have  provided  sufficient^ data  to 
enable  us  to  restate  cost  data  for  the 
1974  base  period.  It  will  no  longer  be 
necessary  to  adjust  the  reported  data. 

Also,  as  indicated  in  Order  80-6-91, 
June  17, 1980,  the  proposed  final  rates 
for  the  third  quarter  of  1980,  set  forth  in 
the  attached  Appendix  A,  shall  serve  as 
temporary  rates  for  that  quarter  until  the 
final  rate  order  is  issued.  Since  these 
rates  are  subject  to  retroactive 
adjustment,  we  waive  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Rule  310  with  respect  to 
the  establishment  of  these  temporary 
rates. 

It  was  necessary  to  estimate  the 
amount  of  regulatory  depreciation  for 
the  last  quarter  of  1979  and  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  for  four  carriers.2 
Reporting  Directive  No.  4,  effective 


1  See  Orders  79-7-10,  79-7-95.  79-12-128,  80-3- 
160  and  80-6-91. 

2  Bran  iff.  National,  Trans  World  and  United. 


December  31, 1979,  waived  the 
requirement  for  unsubsidized  carriers  to 
file  Schedule  P-5(a),  "Components  of 
Flight  Equipment  Depreciation,"  which 
provided  regualtory  depreciation  data. 
We  were  able  to  obtain  this  data  for  the 
other  seven  carriers.  At  this  time  we  do 
not  intend  to  reinstate  the  requirement 
to  file  Schedule  P-5(a).  However,  we 
expect  in  the  near  future  to  issue  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  signaling 
our  intent  to  change  our  policy  in  regard 
to  the  use  of  regulatory  depreciation.3 
This  will  probably  limit  the  use  of 
regulatory  depreciation  for  ratemaking 
purposes  to  subsidized  carriers  and 
result  in  the  use  of  carrier  reported 
depreciation  for  unsubsidized  carriers. 

The  tenatative  service  mail  rates  set 
forth  in  the  attached  Appendix  A  reflect 
the  application  of  the  following  cost 
escalation  factors: 

1.  Fuel  cost:  the  cost  per  gallon  as  at 
August  15, 1980,  is  estimated  by  (a) 
computing  the  average  monthly  increase 
in  price  over  the  latest  four  months;  (b) 
projecting  the  average  monthly  increase 
for  a  period  of  three  months;  and  (c) 
adding  the  three-month  increase  to  the 
May  1980  cost  per  gallon.  (See  Appendix 
D).4 

2.  Other  costs:  cost  escalation  from 
October  1, 1979,  to  October  1, 1980,  is 
based  on  a  comparison  of  unit  costs  for 
the  year  ended  March  31, 1979  with  unit 
costs  for  the  year  ended  March  31, 1980. 

These  rates  represent  increases  of 
about  8.3  percent  for  the  hnehaul 
charges  and  about  6  percent  for  the 
terminal  charges  from  the  final  service 
mail  rates  established  for  the  second 
quarter  of  calendar  year  1980.  The  major 
cause  for  the  increase  is  continued 
increases  in  fuel  costs.  Fuel  cost9 
increased  by  about  45  percent  while 
nonfuel  costs  increased  by  about  10 
percent. 

The  Board  tentatively  finds  and 
concludes  that: 

(1)  The  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of 
compensation  to  be  paid  in  their  entirety 
by  the  Postmaster  General  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  406  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  to  the  carriers  for  the 
transportation  of  that  mail  described  in 
Order  79-7-16,  ordering  paragraph  3, 
subparagraphs  (c),  (d)  and  (e),  between 
the  points  listed  in  subparagraph  (c), 
supra,  the  facilites  U9ed  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  for  the  period  July  1  through 
September  30, 1980,  are  those  rates  set 
forth  in  the  attached  Appendix  A.4 


’See  14  CFR  399.42. 

*  Appendices  A  through  D  filed  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 


(2)  Order  79-7-16,  ordering  paragraph 
3(g),  shall  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  All  weight  in  excess  of  the 
minimum  chargeable  weight  per 
container  established  herein  shall  be 
charged  at  the  sum  of  the  full  linehaul 
charge  for  the  applicable  service 
established  in  subparagraph  (e)  above, 
and  the  capacity-related  portion  of  the 
terminal  charge  per  pound  originated  as 
follows: 


Standard 

Daylight 

container 

container 

July  1.  1980,  through 

Sep.  30,  1980 . 

...  3.787  cents  ...... 

.  3.757  cents. 

(3)  The  fair  and  reasonable  temporary 
rates  of  compensation  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  aircraft  in 
domestic  service  for  the  period  October 
1, 1980,  until  further  Board  order  are  the 
final  rates  established  for  the  period  July 
1  through  September  30, 1980. 

(4)  The  terms  and  conditions 
applicable  to  the  transportation  of  each 
class  of  mail  at  the  rates  established 
here  are  those  set  forth  in  Order  79-7- 
16. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
particularly  sections  204(a)  and  406,  and 
the  Board’s  Procedural  Regulations 
promulgated  in  14  CFR,  Part  302, 

1.  We  direct  all  interested  persons  to 
show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  foregoing  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  fix,  determine  and 
publish  the  final  rates  specified  above  to 
be  effective  July  1  through  September  30, 
1980. 

2.  We  direct  all  interested  persons 
having  objections  to  the  rates  or  to  the 
tentative  findings  and  conclusions 
proposed  here  to  file  with  the  Board  a 
notice  of  objection  within  ten  (10)  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  this  order, 
and,  if  notice  is  filed,  to  file  a  written 
answer  and  any  supporting  documents 
within  30  days  after  service  of  this 
order. 

3.  If  no  notice  is  filed,  or,  if  after 
notice,  no  answer  is  filed  within  the 
designated  time,  or  if  an  answer  timely 
filed  raises  no  material  issue  of  fact,  we 
will  deem  all  further  procedural  steps 
waived  and  we  may  enter  an  order 
incorporating  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  set  forth  here  and  fixing  the 
final  rates  set  forth  in  the  attached 
Appendix  A.4 

4.  The  fair  and  reasonable  temporary 
rates  of  compensation  for  the 
transportation  of  mail  by  aircraft  in 
domestic  service  for  the  period  July  1, 
1980,  until  further  Board  order  are  the 
rates  set  forth  in  the  attached  Appendix 
A.4 
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5.  We  shall  serve  this  order  upon  all 
parties  to  the  proceeding  in  Docket 
23080-2. 

We  shall  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  * 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20212  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development 
Administration 

Notice  of  Petitions  by  Producing  Firms 
for  Determinations  of  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  accepted  for  filing 
from  the  following  firms:  (1)  The  Central 
Foundry  Company,  P.O.  Box  188,  Holt. 
Alabama  35405,  a  producer  of  iron 
castings  (accepted  June  12, 1980);  (2) 
Moonlight  Shake  Mill,  P.O.  Box  360, 
Pacific  Beach,  Washington  98571,  a 
producer  of  cedar  shakes  and  shingles 
(accepted  June  12, 1980);  (3)  Glen  of 
Michigan,  Inc.,  77  Hancock  Street, 
Manistee,  Michigan  49660,  a  producer  of 
women's  jackets,  skirts,  pants,  shorts 
and  blouses  (accepted  June  12, 1980);  (4) 
Son  Cedar  Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  648, 
Darrington,  Washington  98241,  a 
producer  of  cedar  shakes  and  shingles 
(accepted  June  12, 1980);  (5) 
Michelfelder’s  Lunch  Meats,  Inc.,  5419 
North  Mascher  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19120,  a  meat  processor 
(accepted  June  12, 1980);  (6)  Covington 
Manufacturing  Company,  1019 
Washington  Street,  Covington,  Indiana 
47932,  a  producer  of  men’s  and  boys' 
coats  and  jackets  (accepted  June  16, 
1980);  (7)  Sprite  Industries,  2512-B  East 
Fender  Avenue,  Fullerton,  California 
92631,  a  producer  of  automotive  stereo 
amplifiers  (accepted  June  16, 1980);  (8) 
Eileen  Hope,  Inc.,  14  Newport  Road, 
Duncannon,  Pennsylvania  17020,  a 
producer  of  women’s  pants,  skirts, 
blazers  and  blouses  (accepted  June  17, 
1980);  (9)  Silin  Manufacturing  Company, 
286  Congress  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02210,  a  producer  of 
women’s  dresses  and  aprons  (accepted 
June  17, 1980);  (10)  The  Finney 
Company,  34  West  Interstate  Street, 
Bedford,  Ohio  44146,  a  producer  of 
antennas  and  electronic  components 
(accepted  June  17, 1980);  (11)  Long 
Engineering.  Inc.,  600  E.  Green  Street, 
Waveland,  Indiana  47989,  a  producer  of 
stereo  speakers  (accepted  June  17, 1980); 


5  All  members  concurred. 


(12)  McCrackin  Industries,  Inc.,  4310  Old 
MacDonough  Road,  Conley,  Georgia 
30027,  a  producer  of  stereo  speakers 
(accepted  June  17, 1980);  (13)  Bennetts  of 
New  Haven,  Inc.,  815  Lincoln  Highway 
East,  New  Haven,  Indiana  46774,  a 
producer  of  women’s  jackets,  slacks  and 
skirts  (accepted  June  18, 1980);  (14)  De 
Lizza  and  Elster,  Inc.,  840  Fifth  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11232,  a  producer 
of  jewelry  and  belts  (accepted  June  18, 
1980);  (15)  Shoestring  Shake  Company, 
P.O.  Box  297,  Pe  Ell,  Washington  98572, 
a  producer  of  red  cedar  shakes 
(accepted  June  18, 1980);  (16)  Vaughans 
Blueridge  Nursery,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Pineola,  North  Carolina  28662,  a 
producer  of  cut  flowers,  Christmas  tree 
and  floral  supplies  (accepted  June  19, 
1980);  The  Lo-Bel  Co.,  Inc.,  390  Fifth 
Avenue,  New  York,  New  York  10018,  a 
producer  ot  boys’  coats,  suits,  vests  and 
slacks  (accepted  June  19, 1980);  (18) 
Daniels  Cedar  Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
232,  Aberdeen,  Washington  98520,  a  * 
producer  of  cedar  shakes,  shingles, 
shims  and  ridges  (accepted  June  20, 
1980);  (19)  Zur  Industries,  Inc.,  170 
Commercial  Street,  Gowanda,  New  York 
14070,  a  producer  of  heat  transfer 
equipment  (accepted  June  20, 1980);  (20) 
The  Stevens  Paper  Mills,  Inc.,  77  Mill 
Street,  Westfield,  Massachustts  01085,  a 
producer  of  capacitor  tissue  and 
electrical  paperboard  (accepted  June  24, 
1980);  (21)  Birch  Cutting  Corporation, 
Birch  Street  and  Crown  Avenue, 
Scranton,  Pennsylvania  18510,  a 
producer  of  hats,  caps  and  tote  bags 
(accepted  June  24, 1980);  (22)  Waldman 
Corporation,  3  Eastmans  Road, 
Parsippany,  New  Jersey  07054,  a 
producer  of  watch  parts  (accepted  June 
24, 1980);  (23)  A1  Acquaire  Shirt 
Company,  114  Straight  Street,  Paterson, 
New  Jersey  07501,  a  producer  of  men’s 
shirts  (accepted  June  24, 1980);  (24) 
Eastland  Woolen  Mill,  Inc.,  Corinna, 
Maine  04928,  a  producer  of  wool  blend 
fabrics  (accepted  June  25, 1980);  (25) 
Acme  Precision  Products,  Inc.,  3750  East 
Outer  Drive,  Detroit,  Michigan  48234,  a 
producer  of  zinc  die  castings  (accepted 
June  26, 1980);  (26)  Taffy  Apple,  Inc., 

3105  East  10th  Avenue,  Hialeah,  Florida 
33013,  a  producer  of  women’s  tops, 
shorts,  rompers  and  dresses  (accepted 
June  26, 1980);  (27)  Superscope  Inc., 
20525  Nordhoff  Street,  Chatsworth, 
California  91311,  a  producer  of  audio 
equipment,  pianos  and  tape  products 
(accepted  June  27, 1980);  and  (28)  Chi 
Company,  Route  2  Box  720,  Buchanan, 
Michigan  49107,  a  producer  of  wine 
(accepted  June  30, 1980). 

The  petitions  were  submitted 
pursuant  to  Section  251  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  (P.L.  93-618)  and  Section  315.23 


of  the  Adjustment  Assistance 
Regulations  for  Firms  and  Communities 
(13  CFR  Part  315). 

Consequently,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  has  initiated 
separate  investigations  to  determine 
whether  increased  imports  into  the 
United  States  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  those  produced  by 
each  firm  contributed  importantly  to 
total  or  partial  separation  of  the  firm's 
workers,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a 
decrease  in  sales  or  production  of  each 
petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial 
interest  in  the  proceedings  may  request 
a  public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A 
request  for  a  hearing  must  be  received 
by  the  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Economic  Development 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  no 
later  than  the  close  of  business  of  the 
tenth  calendar  day  following  the 
publication  of  this  notice. 

Jack  W.  Osbum,  Jr., 

Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division,  Office 
of  Eligibility  and  Industry  Studies. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20105  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-24-M 


COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE 
STABILITY 

Price  Advisory  Committee; 
Cancellation  of  Meeting 

Announced  Time  and  Place  of 
Meeting:  On  June  24, 1980,  the  Council 
on  Wage  and  Price  Stability  announced 
that  the  next  regularly  scheduled 
meeting  of  its  Price  Advisory  Committee 
would  be  July  9, 1980,  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
Room  2008  of  the  New  Executive  Office 
Building,  726  Jackson  Place,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20503  (45  FR  42364). 
This  meeting  has  been  postponed.  The 
meeting  will  be  rescheduled  soon,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  announced. 

Additional  Information:  For  additional 
information  please  telephone  the  Office 
of  Public  Affairs  at  (202)  456-6756. 

Dated:  July  2, 1980. 

David  A.  Henderson, 

Acting  Advisory  Committee,  Management 
Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20278  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3175-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 

Notice  of  New  Systems  of  Records 

AGENCY;  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 
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action:  Notice  of  a  new  system  of 
records. 

summary:  The  Air  Force  proposes  to 
establish  a  new  system  of  records 
subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  The 
system  notice  for  this  new  system  of 
records  is  published  below. 

DATES:  This  system  shall  be  effective  as 
proposed  without  further  notice  on 
August  6, 1980,  unless  comments  are 
received  on  or  before,  which  would 
result  in  a  contrary  determination. 
ADDRESS:  Any  comments  including 
written  data,  views  or  arguments 
concerning  the  proposed  system  should 
be  addressed  to  the  system  manager 
identified  in  the  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Jon  E.  Updike.  HQ  USAF/DAAD(S), 
Room  4A-1088,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20330,  Telephone: 

(202)  894-3431. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Air 

Force  systems  of  records  notices 
inventory  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (5  U.S.C.  522a)  Pub.  L.  93-579  have 
been  published  to  date  in  the  Federal 
Register  at: 

FR  Doc  79-37052  (44  FR  74145)  December  17, 

1979 

FR  Doc  80-2008  (45  FR  5514)  January  23, 1980 
FR  Doc  80-6232  (45  FR  13181)  February  28, 

1980 

FR  Doc  80-8307  (45  FR  17627)  March  19, 1980 
FR  Doc  80-1728 7  (45  FR  38098)  June  8, 1980 
FR  Doc  80-18213  (45  FR  41049)  June  17, 1980 

The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
submitted  a  new  system  report  dated 
May  29, 1980  for  this  new  system  report 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(o) 
as  implemented  by  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  Circular 
A-108,  Transmittal  Memoranda  No.  1 
and  No.  3,  dated  September  30, 1975  and 
May  17, 1976  respectively.  The  OMB 
guidance  was  set  forth  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  45877)  on  October  3, 

1975. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
Washington  Headquarters  Service, 
Department  of  Defense. 
june  30, 1980. 

F17101  SG  A 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Automated  Medical/Dental  Record 
System. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

At  Air  Force  medikcal  centers, 
hospitals  and  clinics,  major  command 
headquarters  and  separate  operating 
agency  headquarters,  Air  Force  Data 
Service  Center,  Air  Force  Medical 
Service  Center,  USAF  School  of 
Aerospace  Medicine,  and  USAF  School 


of  Health  Care  Sciences.  Official  mailing 
addresses  are  in  the  Department  of 
Defense  directory  in  the  appendix  of  the 
Air  Force’s  Systems  notice. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM:  • 

Any  individual  who  is  hospitalized  in.  „ 
is  dead  on  arrival  at,  or  has  received 
medical  or  dental  care  at  an  Air  Force 
medical  treatment  facility.  Individuals 
who  have  received  medical  care  at  other 
DOD  or  civilian  medical  facilities  but 
whose  records  are  maintained  at  or 
processed  by  Air  Force  medical 
facilities.  Any  military  active  duty 
member  who  is  on  an  excused-from-duty 
status,  on  quarters,  on  subsistence 
elsewhere,  on  convalescent  leave,  meets 
Medical  Evaluation  Board  (MEB)  or  a 
Physical  Evaluation  Board  (PEB)  on  an 
outpatient  basis,  or  who  is  hospitalized 
in  a  non-federal  hospital  and  for  whom 
an  Air  Force  medical  facility  has 
assumed  administrative  responsibility. 
Any  individual  who  has  undergone 
medical  or  dental  examinations  at  any 
Air  Force  medical  facility  (or  who  has 
undergone  medical  examinations'  at 
other  medical  facilities  and  whose 
records  are  maintained  or  processed  by 
the  Air  Force),  e.g.,  pre-employment 
examinations  and  food  handlers 
examinations,  or  who  has  otherwise  had 
medical  or  dental  tests  performed  at  any 
Air  Force  medical  facility. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

These  records  contain  demographic 
data  such  as  patient  name,  social 
security  number  of  the  patient’s  sponsor, 
and  Family  Member  Prefix  (FMP).  The 
FMP  describes  the  relationship  of  the 
patient  to  the  sponsor,  e.g.,  self,  spouse, 
dependent  parent,  etc.  They  may 
contain  address  and  telephone  number. 
They  may  also  contain  automated 
records  of  treatment  received  and 
medical/dental  tests  performed  on  an 
inpatient  or  outpatient  basis  in  military 
medical  treatment  facilities  and  of 
military  members  treated  in  civilian 
facilities.  These  records  may  include 
radiographic  images  and  reports,  _ 
electrocardiographic  tracings  and 
reports,  laboratory  test  results  and 
reports,  blood  gas  analysis  reports, 
occupational  health  records,  dental 
radiographs  reports  and  records, 
automated  cardiac  catheterization  data 
and  reports,  physical  examination 
reports,  patient  administration  and 
scheduling  reports,  pharmacy 
prescriptions  and  reports,  food  service 
reports,  hearing  conservation  tests, 
cardiovascular  fitness  examinations  and 
reports,  reports  of  medical  waivers 
granted  for  flight  duty,  and  other 
inpatient  and  outpatient  data  and 


reports.  They  may  contain  information 
relating  to  medical/dental  examinations 
and  treatments,  innoculations, 
appointment  and  scheduling 
information,  and  other  medical  and/or 
dental  information.  Each  subsystem  will 
contain  only  data  on  the  individual 
patient  that  relates  to  its  particular 
activity.  Specific  subsystems  of  the 
Automated  Medical/Dental  Data 
System  include: 

— Air  Force  Clinical  Laboratory 
Automation  System  (AFCLAS)/ 
TRILAB  I:  This  system  contains 
laboratory  information — laboratory 
tests  ordered,  test  results,  scheduling 
and  suspense  information  in  addition 
to  patient  demographic  data.  This 
system  is  in  operation  only  at 
Malcolm  Grow  USAF  Medical  Center, 
Andrews  AFB,  DC  and  USAF  Medical 
Center  Wright-Patterson,  Wright- 
Patterson  AFB,  OH. 

— Allergy  Clinic  Profiling  System: 
Maintained  only  at  Scott  AFB,  IL. 
Contains  information  about  allergy 
history,  tests,  and  treatment  for 
allergy  clinic  patients. 

—Automated  Aeromedical  Evacuation 
System:  Maintained  only  at  Scott 
AFB,  IL.  Contains  information  about 
aeromedical  evacuation  including 
diagnosis,  destination  hospital,  origin 
hospital,  dates  for  evacuation.  Output 
placed  in  system  F16401  GHXO  S, 
Patient  Evacuation  Manifest. 
—Automated  Cardiac  Catheterization 
Laboratory  System  (ACCLS):  This 
system  contains,  in  addition  to 
demographic  data,  results  of 
automated  cardiac  catheterization 
procedures,  including  wave  forms, 
pressures,  oxygen  saturations  and 
other  similar  cardiac  data.  This 
system  will  be  in  operation  at  the 
USAF  School  of  Aerospace  Medicine 
and  USAF  medical  centers. 

— Automated  Inpatient  Data  System: 
Coded  (International  Classification  of 
Diseases)  abstracts  of  individual 
medical  records  and  deaths.  Retained 
at  major  air  commands  and  at 
Headquarters  USAF. 

— Computer  Assisted  Practice  of 
Cardiology  (CAPOC)  System:  This 
system  contains,  in  addition  to 
demographic  data,  wave  forms  from 
electrocardiograms  (ECGs),  diagnoses, 
and  the  name  of  the  physician  reading 
the  ECG.  This  system  will  be  installed 
at  every  Air  Force  medical  center, 
hospital  and  clinic  in  the  Continental 
United  States  and  Hawaii. 

— Dental  Data  System  (DDS):  System 
contains  records  on  individual 
patients  which  describe  dental 
treatment  received  and  name  of  the 
health  care  provider.  For  active  duty 
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personnel  only,  a  monthly  computer 
tape  is  sent  to  the  base  level 
personnel  system  for  updating  the 
dental  portion  of  the  individual’s 
personnel  record  (F03501  DPMDQIA). 
Also,  provides  a  monthly  dental 
staffing  report,  on  paper,  listing  names 
of  staff  assigned,  grade,  and  other 
personnel  information.  This  system 
may  be  installed  at  all  Air  Force 
Dental  treatment  facilities. 

— DATASTAT  Pharmacy  System 
(Formerly  PROHECA):  This  system 
contains  pharmacy  data — 
prescriptions  ordered  and  refilled  and 
information  about  patient  drug 
allergies  and  reactions.  This  system 
will  be  located  only  at  USAF  Hospital 
Shaw  AFB,  SC  and  USAF  Clinic, 
Charleston,  SC. 

— Health  Evaluation  And  Risk 
Tabulation  (HEART):  This  system  will 
include  information  about 
cardiovascular  risk  factors  (weight, 
ECG,  family  history,  sex,  blood  lipids, 
level  of  general  activity),  prediction  of 
risk  of  cardiovascular  events  and 
recommendations  and  results  of 
recommended  intervention.  It  will  be 
operational  at  every  Air  Force 
medical  center,  hospital,  and  clinic. 

— Patient  Appointment  and  Scheduling 
System  (PAS):  This  system  will 
contain  information  about  patient's 
past  appointments  and  future 
appointments  (doctor,  clinic,  time, 
medical  complaint).  Will  be  located  at 
USAF  Medical  Center.  Wright- 
Patterson  AFB,  OH;  Ehrling-Berquest 
USAF  Regional  Hospital,  Offutt  AFB, 
NE;  USAF  Hospital,  Homestead  AFB, 
FL;  USAF  Hospital,  Carswell  AFB,  TX: 
and  USAF  Medical  Center,  Keesler 
AFB,  MS. 

— Interim  Patient  Registration  and 
Clinical  Laboratory  System  (IPR/ 

CLS):  Will  be  maintained  only  at 
Wilford  Hall  USAF  Medical  Center. 
Will  contain  laboratory  data  and 
scheduling  similar  to  AFCLAS/ 
TRILAB  I  above. 

— Surgical  Scheduling  System  (SSS): 
Used  only  at  Wilford  Hall  USAF 
Medical  Center,  Lackland  AFB,  TX. 
Contains  scheduling  information 
about  patients  scheduled  for  surgery, 
including  room  scheduled,  time,  date, 
procedure  and  surgeon. 

— Telemed  System:  Maintains  ECG  data 
similar  to  CAPOC  above.  It  is 
currently  in  opertion  at  many  Air 
Force  medical  centers,  hospitals,  and 
clinics.  It  is  expected  to  eventually  be 
completely  replaced  by  the  CAPOC 
sub-system. 

— Tri-Laboratory  System  (TRILAB):  This 
system  will  contain  laboratory 
information  about  tests  ordered  and/ 
or  performed  and  results  of  the  tests. 


similar  to  AFCLAS/TRILAB I  above. 
This  system  will  be  located  at  the 
hospitals  and  medical  centers  at 
Wright-Patterson  AFB,  OH;  Andrews 
AFB,  MD;  Scott  AFB,  IL;  and 
Sheppard  AFB,  TX. 

— Tri-Pharmacy  System:  This  system 
will  contain  information  about  patient 
pharmacy  encounters,  similar  to 
DATASTAT  above.  This  system  will 
be  located  only  at  the  hospitals  and 
medical  centers  at  Carswell  AFB,  TX: 
Andrews  AFB,  MD;  Travis  AFB,  CA; 
Eglin  AFB,  FL;  and  at  Wilford  Hall 
USAF  Medical  Center,  Lackland  AFB, 
TX. 

— Tri-Radiology  System  (TRIRAD):  This 
system  will  contain  information  about 
radiology — exams  scheduled,  exams 
performed,  diagnoses  from  radiology 
procedures,  name  of  health  care 
providers  ordering  and  interpreter 
procedures.  This  system  will  be 
located  only  at  the  Air  Force  medical 
centers  or  hospitals  at  Travis  AFB, 

CA;  Scott  AFB,  IL;  March  AFB,  CA; 
Andrews  AFB,  MD;  and  Wilford  Hall 
USAF  Medical  Center,  Lackland  AFB, 
TX. 

— Tuberculosis  Control  System: 
Maintained  only  at  Scott  AFB,  IL.  This 
subsystem  contains  information  on  TB 
patients  including  diagnoses,  tests, 
treatment,  TB  culture  results,  etc. 

— Uniform  Chart  of  Accounts  (UCA) 
Pharmacy:  This  system  maintains  a 
refill-log  on  prescriptions  which 
maintains  patient’s  name  and 
prescription  information  (drug, 
strength,  prescription  number,  etc.). 
This  system  may  eventually  be 
installed  at  all  Air  Force  medical 
centers,  hospitals,  and  clinics. 

— Uniform  Chart  of  Accounts  (UCA) 
Radiology  Logging:  This  system 
maintains  a  list  of  patients  who  have 
undergone  radiological  examinations 
and  data  about  the  examinations 
(type  of  exam,  date,  time,  etc.).  This 
system  may  eventually  be  installed  at 
all  Air  Force  medical  centers, 
hospitals,  and  clinics. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE: 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  Chapter 
55,  Medical  and  Dental  Care,  including 
Sections  1071  to  1078. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USE: 

Used  to  provide  input  to  other  DOD 
medical  records  systems  including  the 
Clinical  Records  and  Related 
Documents  System  (F16804  SGHB  A), 
the  Health  and  Outpatient  Records 
System  (F16805  ASGHB  R),  the  Dental  , 
Health  Records  System  (F16201  SGD  A) 
and  other  related  systems,  including 


corresponding  records  systems  for  other 
DOD  agencies  (e.g.,  Army  and  Navy) 
when  such  agency  is  normally  the 
primary  source  or  repository  of  medical 
information  about  and  provides  medical 
care  to  the  individual.  This  system  may 
provide  information  to  the  Medical 
Recommendation  For  Flying  Duty 
System  (F16101  SGPA  A).  Used  as  a 
record  of  patient’s  medical/dental 
health,  diagnosis,  and  treatment  and 
disposition  while  authorized  care.  Used 
to  help  determine  individual’s 
qualification  for  duty,  for  security 
clearances  and  for  assignments.  Used  by 
an  individual  or  his  legal  representative 
for  further  medical  care,  legal  purposes, 
or  other  uses  such  as  insurance  requests 
or  compensation  claims  when 
specifically  authorized  by  the  patient. 
Used  by  physicians/dentists  and  other 
health  care  providers  for  further  care  of 
the  patient,  research,  teaching,  and  legal 
purposes.  Used  by  medical  treatment 
facility  staff  for  evaluation  of  staff 
performance  in  the  care  rendered;  for 
preparation  of  statistical  reports;  for 
reporting  communicable  diseases  and 
other  conditions  required  by  law  to 
federal  and  state  agencies.  Used  by 
Army,  Navy,  Veterans  Administration, 
Public  Health  Service  or  civilian 
hospitals  for  continued  medical  care  of 
the  patient.  Used  by  attorneys  and 
courts  for  legal  purposes — record  is 
released  only  upon  receipt  of  the  signed 
authorization  of  the  individual  (or  his 
legal  guardian)  or  an  order  from  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction.  Used  by 
insurance  companies  (only  with  the 
patient’s  written  consent  for  release)  for 
arbitrating  insurance  claims,  used  by 
other  DOD  agencies  such  as  the  Armed 
Forces  Institute  of  Pathology,  by  DOD 
investigative  agencies  when  required  for 
an  investigation  they  are  conducting,  by 
Judge  Advocate  General  for  litigation 
purposes.  Records  on  treatment  for  drug 
or  alcohol  abuse  are  limited  to 
individuals  providing  treatment  or 
rehabilitation  or  for  research.  Disclosure 
is  subject  to  21  USC  1175  for  records 
related  to  drug  abuse  and  42  USC  4582 
for  those  related  to  alcohol  abuse.  Used 
by  other  Federal  agencies  such  as 
Veterans  Administration  and 
Department  of  Labor  (Workmen’s 
Compensation)  for  adjudication  of 
claims,  for  reporting  communicable 
diseases  or  other  conditions  required  by 
law.  Used  by  other  persons  or  agencies 
as  specifically  authorized  by  the 
individual  or  by  law.  Note:  The  major 
use  of  this  system  of  records  is  to 
provide  information  to  systems  listed 
above  and  to  similar  records  for  other 
DOD  agencies. 
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POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Data  maintained  primarily  on 
magnetic  tape  or  disks.  May  also  be 
maintained: 

— In  filefolders 

— On  paper  or  computer  paper  printout’s 

or  punched  cards 
— On  roll  microfilm 
— On  Microfiche  ^ 

retrievabiuty: 

Filed  by  Social  Security  Number 
(SSN)  or  by  SSN  of  the  individual  or  his/ 
her  sponsor  in  combination  with  the 
Family  Member  Prefix  (FMP).  The  FMP 
describes  the  relationship  of  the  patient 
to  his  sponsor,  e.g.,  second  oldest 
dependent  child,  spouse,  self,  etc.  May 
also  be  retrieved  by  the  individual’s 
name  or  by  other  identification  or 
system  number  such  as  inpatient 
register  number,  laboratory  accession 
number,  pharmacy  prescription  number, 
radiology  report  number,  etc. 

safeguards: 

Records  are  accessed  by  medical 
records  custodians  or  other  person(s) 
responsible  for  maintaining  the  record 
system  in  performance  of  their  official 
duties,  by  commanders  of  Air  Force 
medical  treatment  facilities  or  by 
personnel  authorized  by  the  medical 
records  custodian(s),  i.e.,  administrative 
employees,  Peer  Review  and  Utilization 
Review  committees,  etc.  Records  are 
controlled  by  computer  system  software 
including  the  use  of  pass  words  or  other 
user  identification  systems,  and  by 
limiting  physical  access  to  the  computer 
and  computer  terminals.  Except  when 
under  direct  physical  control  of 
authorized  individuals,  records  will  be 
stored  in  locked  rooms  or  in  locked 
cabinets.  Records  are  accessed  by 
authorized  personnel  who  are  properly 
screened  and  cleared  for  a  need  to 
know.  Air  Force  Regulation  300-13 
describes  procedures  for  protection  of 
personal  data  in  automated  systems. 

retention  and  disposal: 

Computer  files  are  retained  at  military 
bases,  major  command  and  separate 
operating  agency  computer  instaliaticns, 
AF  Data  Services  Center,  AF  Medical 
Service  Center,  USAF  School  of 
Aerospace  Medicine,  or  the  USAF 
School  of  Health  Care  Sciences  for 
variable  lengths  of  time  depending  upon 
the  type  of  information  involved  and  the 
size  and  mission  of  the  medical 
treatment  facility.  Some  files  may  be 
maintained  at  base  data  processing 
facilities  or  may  be  maintained  by 
private  service  bureaus  under  contract 


with  the  Air  Force  or  Department  of 
Defense.  Retention  time  may  vary  from 
one  day  to  ten  years  or  more.  Records 
are  disposed  of  by  erasure  of  the 
magnetic  computer  records  and 
destruction  of  the  computer  related 
worksheets  on  paper,  film,  or  other 
media  by  tearing,  shredding,  pulping, 
burning  or  other  destructive  methods. 
Identical  medical/dental  information 
may  be  retained  for  longer  periods  of 
time  in  other  medical  records  systems, 
including  the  “Health  and  Outpatient 
Records  System”  (F 16805,  ASGHB  R), 
the  “Clinical  Records  and  Related 
Documents  System”  (F 16804  SGHB  A), 
and  “Dental  Health  Records”  (F16201 
SGD  A). 

SYSTEM  MANAGER  AND  ADDRESS: 

Major  command  and  separate 
operating  agency  headquarters  and  Air 
Force  Medical  Service  Center, 
commanders  of  USAF  medical  centers, 
hospitals,  and  clinics,  USAF  School  of 
Health  Care  Sciences,  Aerospace 
Medical  Division,  Brooks  AFB,  Texas, 
and  the  USAF  School  of  Aerospace 
Medicine,  Brooks  AFB,  Texas.  Official 
mailing  addresses  are  in  the  Department 
of  Defense  directory  in  the  appendix  to 
the  Air  Force  Systems  notice. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Requests  from  individuals  should  be 
directed  to  the  System  Manager  at  the 
hospital  or  office  where  the  record  was 
created  and/or  where  the  individual 
currently  receives  medical  care.  Request 
should  specify  which  specific 
subsystem^  are  requested.  Requests 
should  include  complete  name 
(including  maiden  name),  sponsor's 
name,  Social  Security  Number  or 
Service  Number  of  person  through 
whom  eligibility  is  established,  category 
of  record  desired,  year  and  medical 
facility  in  which  treatment  was 
provided,  and  whether  treatment  was 
inpatient  or  outpatient.  If  the  individual 
establishes  eligibility  through  a  sponsor 
other  than  self,  the  request  should 
include  the  relationship  to  the  sponsor, 
e.g.,  spouse,  second  oldest  child,  parent, 
etc. 

Note. — The  individual  can  generally  obtain 
more  complete  information  by  requesting 
records  from  F16201  SGD  A  (Dental  Health 
Records),  F16804  SGHB  A  (Clinical  Records 
and  Related  Documents),  and/or  F16805 
ASGHB  R  (Health  and  Outpatient  Records)  in 
addition  to  (or  instead  of)  from  this  system. 

RECORDS  ACCESS  PROCEDURE: 

Address  request  to  System’s  Manager. 
Official  mailing  addresses  are  in  the 
Department  of  Defense  Directory  in  the 
appendix  to  the  Department  of  Air 
Force’s  systems  notice. 


CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Air  Force’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Systems  Manager. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  is  obtained  directly 
fiomthe  individual  whenever  practical 
and  possible,  from  other  individuals 
when  necessary,  e.g.,  when  the  patient  is 
a  child  or  is  in  coma,  from  other  medical 
institutions,  from  automated  systems 
interfaces,  from  medical  records,  and 
from  patient  interactions  with 
physicians  and  other  health  care 
providers. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20138  Filed  7-3-80, 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3910-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

[ERA  Docket  No.  80-CERT-017] 

Public  Service  Electric  &  Gas  Co.; 
Certification  of  Eligible  Use  of  Natural 
Gas  To  Displace  Fuel  Oil 

Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 
Company  (Public  Service)  filed  an 
application  for  certification  of  an 
eligible  use  of  natural  gas  to  displace 
fuel  oil  at  eight  of  its  electric  generating 
stations  in  New  Jersey,  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  on  April  17, 
1980.  Notice  of  that  application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
37723,  June  4, 1980)  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment  was  provided  for  a 
period  of  ten  (10)  calendar  days  from  the 
date  of  publication.  No  comments  were 
received. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
Public  Service’s  application  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  595  and 
the  policy  considerations  expressed  in 
the  Final  Rulemaking  Regarding 
Procedures  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44 
FR  47920,  August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  Public  Service’s 
application  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  certification 
and  transmitted  that  certification  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
A  copy  of  the  transmittal  letter  and  the 
actual  certification  are  appended  to  this 
notice. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  25, 

1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Appendix 
June  25, 1980. 

Re  ERA  Certification  of  Eligible  Use  ERA 
Docket  No.  80-CERT-017  Public  Service 
Electric  and  Gas  Company 
Mr.  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 

N.E Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Plumb:  Pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  595, 1  am  hereby  transmitting 
to  the  Commission  the  enclosed  certification 
of  an  eligible  use  of  natural  gas  to  displace 
fuel  oil.  This  certification  is  required  by  the 
Commission  as  a  precondition  to  interstate 
transportation  of  fuel  oil  displacement  gas  in 
accordance  with  the  authorizing  procedures 
in  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart  F.  As  noted  in  the 
certificate,  it  is  effective  for  one  year  from  the 
date  of  issuance,  unless  a  shorter  period  of 
time'is  required  by  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart 
F.  A  copy  of  the  enclosed  certification  is  also 
being  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
provided  to  the  applicant. 

Should  the  Commission  have  any  further 
questions,  please  contact  Mr.  Albert  F.  Bass, 
Deputy  Director,  Division  of  Natural  Gas, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Room  7108,  Washington,  D.C. 
20481,  telephone  (202)  653-3288.  All 
correspondence  and  inquiries  regarding  this 
certification  should  reference  ERA  Docket 
No.  80-CERT-017. 

Sincerely, 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Enclosure 

Certification  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas  for  Fuel  Oil 
Displacement  by  the  Public  Service 
Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  ERA  Docket  No.  80- 
CERT-017 

Application  for  Certification 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595,  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company 
(Public  Service)  filed  an  application  for 
certification  of  an  eligible  use  of 
approximately  4  billion  cubic  feet  of 
natural  gas  to  displace  fuel  oil  at  eight  of 
its  electric  generating  stations  in  New 
Jersey:  Bergen  in  Ridgefield,  Essex  in 
Newark,  Hudson  in  Jersey  City,  Kearney 
in  Kearney,  Linden  in  Linden,  Sewaren 
in  Sewaren,  Edison  in  Edison,  and 
Mercer  in  Trenton,  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  on 
April  17, 1980.  The  application  states 
that  the  eligible  seller  of  the  gas  is  the 


East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas 
Corporation  (East  Tennessee)  and  the 
gas  would  be  transported  by  the 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company  and 
the  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation.  The  application  indicates 
that  the  use  of  this  natural  gas  is 
estimated  to  displace  the  use  of 
approximately  602,000  barrels  of  No.  6 
fuel  oil  (0.3  percent  sulfur)  and 
approximately  16,000  barrels  of  No.  2 
fuel  oil  (0.2  percent  sulfur)  or  kerosene 
(0.1  percent  sulfur)  per  year  at  the  above 
eight  electric  generating  stations.  The 
application  also  indicates  that  neither 
the  gas  nor  the  displaced  fuel  oil  will  be 
used  to  displace  coal  in  the  applicant’s 
facilities. 

Certification 

Based  upon  a  review  of  the 
information  contained  in  the 
application,  as  well  as  other  information 
available  to  ERA,  the  ERA  hereby 
certifies,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595, 
that  the  use  of  approximately  4  billion 
cubic  feet  of  natural  gas  at  Public 
Service’s  eight  electric  generating 
stations  in  New  Jersey  purchased  from 
East  Tennessee  is  an  eligible  use  of  gas  ' 
within  the  meaning  of  10  CFR  Part  595. 

Effective  Date 

This  certification  is  effective  upon  the 
date  of  issuance,  and  expires  one  year 
from  that  date,  unless  a  shorter  period  of 
time  is  required  by  18  CFR  Part  284, 
Subpart  F.  It  is  effective  during  this 
period  of  time  for  the  use  of  up  to  the 
same  certified  volume  of  natural  gas  at 
the  same  facilities  purchased  from  the 
same  eligible  seller. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  25, 
1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20113  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE-6450-01-M 


[ERA  Docket  No.  79-CERT-116A] 

Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Amendment  To  a  Certification  Issued 
for  Eligible  Use  of  Natural  Gas  To 
Displace  Fuel  Oil 

On  March  31, 1980,  Mississippi  Power 
and  Light  Company  (MP&L)  filed  an 
application  for  amendment  of  a 
certification  issued  on  Feburary  19, 1980 
(79-CERT-116)  45  FR  14244,  March  5. 
1980),  for  an  eligible  use  of  natural  gas 
to  displace  fuel  oil  at  is  Delta  Steam 
Electric  Stations,  Unit  #1  and  Unit  #2, 
located  in  Cleveland,  Mississippi,  with 
the  Administrator  of  the  Economic 


Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595.  Notice  of 
that  amendment  request  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  39529, 

June  11, 1980)  and  an  opportunity  for 
public  comment  was  provided  for  a 
period  of  ten  (10)  calendar  days  from  the 
date  of  publication.  No  comments  were 
received. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
MP&L’s  request  for  amendment  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  595  and 
the  policy  considerations  expressed  in 
the  Final  Rulemaking  Regarding 
Procedures  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44 
FR  47920,  August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  MP&L’s  amended 
certification  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  amendment 
and  transmitted  the  amended 
certification  to  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commisssion.  A  copy  of  the 
transmittal  letter  and  the  amended 
certification  are  appended  to  this  notice. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  27, 
1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Appendix 
June  27, 1980. 

Re  ERA  Certification  of  Eligible  Use 
Amendment  to  ERA  Docket  No.  79- 
CERT-116A  Mississippi  Power  &  Light 
Company 

Mr.  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E„  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Plumb:  Pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  595, 1  am  hereby  transmitting 
to  the  Commission  the  enclosed  amended 
certification  of  an  eligible  use  of  natural  gas 
to  displace  fuel  oil.  This  certification  is 
required  by  the  Commission  as  a 
precondition  to  interstate  transportation  of 
fuel  oil  displacement  gas  in  accordance  with 
the  authorizing  procedures  in  18  CFR  Part 
284,  Subpart  F.  As  noted  in  the  amended 
certificate,  it  is  effective  until  February  19, 
1981  (the  expiration  date  of  the  original 
certificate),  unless  a  shorter  period  of  time  is 
required  by  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart  F.  A 
copy  of  the  enclosed  amended  certification  is 
also  being  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  provided  to  the  applicant. 

Should  the  Commission  have  any  further 
questions,  please  contact  Mr.  Albert  F.  Bass, 
Deputy  Director,  Natural  Gas  Division, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Room  7108,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  telephone  (202)  653-3286.  All 
correspondence  and  inquiries  regarding  this 
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certification  should  reference  ERA  Docket 
No.  79-CERT-118A. 

Sincerely, 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Enclosure 

Amendment  to  a  Certification  by  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas 
for  Fuel  Oil  Displacement  by  the 
Mississippi  Power  &  Light  Co.,  ERA 
Docket  No.  79-CERT-116A 

Application  for  an  Amended 
Certification 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595, 

Mississippi  Power  and  Light  Company 
(MP&L)  filed  an  application  for 
amendment  to  a  certification  (79-CERT- 
116,  45  FR  14244,  March  5, 1980)  of  an 
eligible  use  of  natural  gas  to  displace 
fuel  oil  at  MP&L’s  Delta  Steam  Electric 
Stations,  Unit  #1  and  Unit  #2  (DSES  #1 
and  DSES  #2),  located  in  Cleveland, 
Mississippi,  with  the  Administrator  of 
the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  on  March  31, 1980.  The  original  . 
eligible  seller  of  the  gas  and  transporter 
is  the  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline 
Company  (Michigan  Wisconsin)  and 
MP&L  has  requested  that  the  Michigan 
Consolidated  Gas  Company  (Michigan 
Consolidated)  be  added  as  an  additional 
seller  and  transporter.  MP&L  also 
requests  that  the  volume  of  gas 
originally  certified  be  increased  from  up 
to  40,000  Mcf  per  day  to  up  to  60,000  Mcf 
per  day  which  is  estimated  to  displace 
the  combined  use  of  approximately  9,300 
barrels  of  No.  6  residual  fuel  oil  (2.5 
percent  sulfur]  per  day  at  DSES  #1  and 
DSES  #2.  The  application  also  indicates 
that  neither  the  gas  nor  the  displaced 
fuel  oil  will  be  used  to  displace  coal  in 
the  applicant’s  facilities. 

Amended  Certification 

Based  upon  a  review  of  the 
information  contained  in  the 
application,  as  well  as  other  information 
available  to  ERA,  the  ERA  hereby 
certifies,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595, 
that  the  use  of  up  to  60,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  day  at  DSES  #1  and 
DSES  #2  purchased  from  Michigan 
Wisconsin  and  Michigan  Consolidated 
in  an  eligible  use  of  gas  within  the 
meaning  of  10  CFR  Part  595. 

Effective  Date 

This  certification  is  effective  upon  the 
date  of  issuance,  and  expires  on 
February  18, 1981,  unless  a  shorter 
period  of  time  is  required  by  18  CFR  Part 
284,  Subpart  F.  It  is  effective  during  this 
period  of  time  for  the  use  of  up  to  the 


same  certified  volume  of  natural  gas  at 
the  same  facilities  purchased  from  the 
same  eligible  sellers. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  27, 
1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20111  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


[ERA  Docket  No.  80-CERT-018] 

Georgia-Pacific  Corp.;  Recertification 
of  Eligible  Use  of  Natural  Gas  To 
Displace  Fuel  Oil 

Georgia-Pacific  Corporation  (Georgia- 
Pacific),  P.O.  Box  756,  Lovell,  Wyoming 
82431,  filed  an  application  for 
recertification  of  an  eligible  use  of 
natural  gas  to  displace  fuel  oil  at  its 
gypsum  manufacturing  facility  in  Lovell, 
Wyoming,  with  the  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  on 
April  30, 1980.  Notice  of  that  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  43459  June  27, 1980). 

On  June  29, 1979,  Georgia-Pacific 
received  the  original  one-year 
certification  (ERA  Docket  No.  79-CERT- 
023)  of  an  eligible  use  of  natural  gas 
purchased  from  the  Montana  Power 
Company  and  transported  by  the 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company  for 
use  at  its  Lovell  facility.  Georgia-Pacific 
has  requested  that,  if  necessary,  it  be 
issued  the  recertification  prior  to  the 
close  of  the  10-day  comment  period  to 
prevent  disruption  of  this  gas  being 
supplied  and  transported  under  the 
original  certification.  This  recertification 
will  be  effective  June  29, 1980,  in  order 
to  provide  continuity  with  the  original 
certificate. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed 
Georgia-Pacific’s  application  and 
request  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  Part 
595  and  the  policy  considerations 
expressed  in  the  Final  Rulemaking 
Regarding  Procedures  for  Certification 
of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas  To- Displace 
Fuel  Oil  (44  FR  47920,  August  16, 1979). 
The  ERA  has  determined  that  Georgia- 
Pacific’s  application  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and 
therefore,  has  granted  the  recertification 
and  transmitted  that  recertification  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission.  A  copy  of  the  transmittal 
letter  and  the  actual  recertification  are 
appended  to  this  notice. 

This  recertification  is  being  issued 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  10-day 
public  comment  period  and  being  made 
effective  on  June  29, 1980,  to  provide 


continuity  with  the  original  certificate’s 
June  29  expiration  date.  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  maximize  the 
displacement  of  fuel  oil  and  not  in  the 
public  interest  to  disrupt  unnecessarily 
the  displacement  of  this  fuel  oil  for  the 
short  time  needed  to  complete  the  10- 
day  comment  period,  especially  since 
this  same  purchase  and  use  of  gas  at 
these  facilities  has  qualified  as  an 
“eligible  use”  for  the  past  year  and 
continually  displaced  significant 
volumes  of  fuel  oil.  Public  comments 
will  still  be  accepted  by  ERA  for  a  10- 
day  period  in  view  of  the  ability  of  the 
Administrator  to  terminate  a 
certification  for  good  cause  (10  CFR 
595.08). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  27, 

1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Department  of  Energy, 

Washington,  D.C.,  June  27, 1980. 

Re  ERA  Recertification  of  Eligible  Use,  ERA 
Docket  No.  80-CERT-018  (Recertification 
of  ERA  Docket  No.  79-CERT-023), 
Georgia-Pacific  Corporation. 

Mr.  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Plumb:  Pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  595, 1  am  hereby  transmitting 
to  the  Commission  the  enclosed 
recertification  of  an  eligible  use  of  natural 
gas  to  displace  fuel  oil.  This  recertification  is 
required  by  the  Commission  as  a 
precondition  to  interstate  transportation  of 
fuel  oil  displacement  gas  in  accordance  with 
the  authorizing  procedures  in  18  CFR  Part 
284,  Subpart  F.  This  gas  is  presently  being 
transported  pursuant  to  ERA'S  certification  of 
eligible  use  in  Docket  No.  79-CERT-023 
which  expires  June  29, 1980.  As  noted  in  the 
recertification,  it  is  effective  for  one  year 
from  June  29, 1980,  unless  a  shorter  period  of 
time  is  required  by  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart 
F.  A  copy  of  the  enclosed  recertification  is 
also  being  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  provided  to  the  applicant. 

Should  the  Commission  have  any  further 
questions,  please  contact  Mr.  Albert  Bass, 
Deputy  Director,  Natural  Gas  Division, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Room  7108,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  telephone  (202)  653-3286.  All 
correspondence  and  inquiries  regarding  this 
certification  should  reference  ERA  Docket 
No.  80-CERT-018. 

Sincerely, 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 
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Recertification  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas  for  Fuel  Oil 
Displacement  by  the  Georgia-Pacific 
Corp.  [ERA  Docket  No.  80-CERT-018] 

Application  for  Recertification 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595,  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corporation  (Georgia-Pacific), 
filed  an  application  for  recertification  of 
an  eligible  use  of  natural  gas  for  its 
gypsum  manufacturing  facility  located  in 
Lovell,  Wyoming,  with  the  Administator 
of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  on  April  30, 1980. 
The  application  states  that  Georgia- 
Pacific  could  purchase  up  to  500,000  Mcf 
per  year  from  Montana  Power  Company 
(Montana  Power)  for  use  at  its  Lovell 
facility.  It  also  states,  however,  that 
Georgia-Pacific’s  average  natural  gas 
use  at  the  Lovell  facility  over  the  past 
two  years  is  456,000  Mcf  per  year  and 
that  current  curtailment  has  reduced  the 
availability  of  natural  gas  to  73,204  Mcf 
per  year,  leaving  an  approximate 
additional  requirement  of  383,000  Mcf 
per  year.  The  application  states  that  the 
eligible  seller  of  the  gas  is  the  Montana 
Power  Company  (Montana  Power)  and 
the  gas  will  be  transported  by  the 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company.  The 
application  indicates  that  the  use  of  the 
393,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  is  estimated 
to  displace  approximately  2,500,000 
gallons  of  No.  2  fuel  oil  (0.3  to  0.396 
percent  sulfur)  per  year.  The  application 
also  indicates  that  neither  the  gas  nor 
the  displaced  fuel  oil  will  be  used  to 
displace  coal  in  the  applicant’s  facility. 

Recertification 

Based  upon  a  review  of  the 
information  contained  in  the 
application,  as  well  as  other  information 
available  to  ERA,  the  ERA  hereby 
recertifies,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595, 
that  the  use  of  approximately  383,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  year  at  Georgia- 
Pacific’s  Lovell  facility  purchased  from 
Montana  Power  is  an  eligible  use  of  gas 
within  the  meaning  of  10  CFR  Part  595. 

Effective  Date 

This  recertification  is  effective  June 
29, 1980,  and  expires  one  year  from  that 
date,  unless  a  shorter  period  of  time  is 
required  by  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart  F. 

It  is  effective  during  this  period  of  time 
for  the  use  of  up  to  the  same  certified 
volume  of  natural  gas  at  the  same 
facility  purchased  from  the  same  eligible 
seller. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  27, 
1980. 

F.  Scott  Bush, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20112  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-11 


Mesa  Petroleum  Co.;  Proposed 
Consent  Order 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  consent 
order  and  opportunity  for  comment. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  a  proposed 
Consent  Order  and  provides  an 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATE:  Comments  by:  August  6, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  Alan  L. 
Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude  Products 
Program  Management  Branch,  Central 
Enforcement  District,  324  East  11th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alan  L.  Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude 
Products  Program  Management  Branch, 
Central  Enforcement  District,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
Phone  (816)  374-5932. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  On  June 
24, 1980,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  executed  a  proposed  Consent 
Order  with  Mesa  Petroleum  Company 
(Mesa).  Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a 
proposed  Consent  Order  which  involves 
a  sum  of  $500,000  or  more  in  the 
aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  only  after  the 
DOE  has  received  comments  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  Consent  Order. 
Although  the  ERA  has  signed  and 
tentatively  accepted  the  proposed 
Consent  Order,  the  ERA  may,  after 
consideration  of  the  comments  it 
receives,  withdraw  its  acceptance  and, 
if  appropriate,  attempt  to  negotiate  an 
alternative  Consent  Order. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Mesa,  with  its  home  office  located  in 
Amarillo,  Texas,  is  engaged  in  the 
processing  and  sale  of  natural  gas 
liquids  (NGL)  and  NGL  Products,  and  is 
subject  to  the  Mandatory  Petroleum  and 
Allocation  and  Price  Regulations  at  10 
CFR  Parts  210,  211,  and  212.  To  resolve 
certain  civil  actions  which  could  be 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 


the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
as  a  result  of  its  audit  of  Mesa,  the  ERA 
Office  of  Enforcement  and  Mesa  entered 
into  a  Consent  Order,  the  significant 
terms  of  which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  Office  of  Enforcement  has 
examined  Mesa’s  books  and  records 
and  reviewed  all  pertinent  matters 
relating  to  Mesa's  compliance  with  the 
DOE  petroleum  price  regulations  in 
effect  during  the  period  from  September 

I,  1973  through  July  31, 1979.  All  matters 
pertaining  to  compliance  with  the  DOE 
petroleum  price  regulations  and  prices 
charged  by  Mesa  in  sales  of  NGL  and 
NGL  Products  during  the  period 
September  1, 1973  through  July  31, 1979 
are  resolved  by  this  Consent  Order. 

2.  Mesa  will  refund  $3,000,000.00, 
which  includes  interest,  as  specified  in 
the  Consent  Order.  This  refund  will  take 
place  over  a  six  (6)  month  period 
commencing  within  thirty  (30)  days  of 
the  effective  date  of  the  Consent  Order. 

3.  Execution  of  the  Consent  Order 
constitutes  neither  an  admission  by 
Mesa  nor  a  finding  by  DOE  that  Mesa 
has  violated  any  statutes  or  applicable 
regulations  of  the  Cost  of  Living  Council, 
the  Federal  Energy  Office,  the  Federal 
Energy  Administration  or  the 
Department  of  Energy. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Mesa  agrees  to 
refund,  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  ERA  Office  of 
Enforcement,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1.1.  above,  the 
sums  of  $3,000,000.00,  which  includes 
interest,  within  7  months  after  the 
Consent  Order  becomes  effective. 
Refunded  overcharges  plus  interest  will 
be  in  the  form  of  certified  checks  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  market  system, 
overcharges  may  have  been  passed 
through  as  higher  prices  to  subsequent 


45620 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  131  /  Monday,  July  7,  1980  /  Notices 


purchasers  or  offset  through  devices 
such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimant:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  to  the  ERA  at  this  time. 

Proof  of  claims  is  not  now  being 
required.  Written  notification  to  the 
ERA  at  this  time  is  requested  primarily 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying  valid 
potential  claims  to  the  refund  amount. 
After  potential  claims  are  identified, 
procedures  for  the  making  of  proof  of 
claims  may  be  established.  Failure  by  a 
person  to  provide  written  notification  of 
a  potential  claim  within  the  comment 
period  for  this  notice  may  result  in  the 
DOE  irrevocably  disbursing  the  funds  to 
other  claimants  or  to  the  general  public 
interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order.  You  should 
submit  your  comments  or  written 
notification  of  a  claim  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  to  Alan  L. 
Wehmeyer,  Chief,  Crude  Products 
Program  Management  Branch,  ERA 
Central  Enforcement  District,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  324  East  11th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Mesa 
Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider  all 
comments  we  receive  by  August  6, 1980. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri  on  the  24th 
day  of  June,  1980. 


William  D.  Miller, 

District  Manager,  Central  Enforcement 
District,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20187  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M  _ 

Northern  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Bray  Oil  Co., 
Inc.;  Final  Action  on  Consent  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.199],  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  hereby  gives  notice  of  final  action 
taken  on  a  consent  Order.  Under  the 
terms  of  10  CFR  205.199j(c),  no  Consent 
Order  involving  sums  in  excess  of 
$500,000  shall  become  effective  until 
ERA  publishes  notice  of  its  execution 
and  solicits  and  considers  public 
comments  with  respect  to  its  terms. 

On  May  9, 1980,  ERA  published  a 
notice  of  a  Proposed  Consent  Order 
which  was  executed  between  Northern 
Oil  Company,  Inc.  and  Bray  Oil 
Company,  Inc.  and  the  ERA  (45  FR 
30671-92,  May  9, 1980).  With  this  Notice, 
and  in  accordance  with  10  CFR  205.199J, 
ERA  invited  interested  persons  to 
comment  on  the  proposed  Consent 
Order.  No  one  submitted  comments  on 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Consent 
Order.  The  ERA  has  concluded  that  the 
Consent  Order  as  executed  between 
ERA  and  Northern  Oil  Co.,  Inc.  and  Bray 
Oil  Co.,  Inc.  is  an  appropriate  resolution 
of  the  compliance  proceedings  described 
in  the  Notice  published  May  9, 1980,  and 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  Consent 
Order  shall  become  effective  as 
proposed  on  May  9, 1980. 

Issued  in  Philadelphia,  PA  this  18th  day  of 
June,  1980. 

Edward  F.  Momorella, 

District  Manager,  Northeast  District 
Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20193  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 

Commission 

[Docket  Nos.  G-4608,  et  al.] 

Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Petitions 
To  Amend  Certificates 1 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 

'This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing  of  the  serveral  matters  covered  herein. 


Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  or  petition  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  or  to  abandon 
service  as  described  herein,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  July  15, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  a  hearing  will  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  or  the  authorization  for  the 
proposed  abandonment  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
to  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and  date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser  and  location 


Price  per  1 ,000  It 1  Pressure  base 


G-4608.  D.  June  17,  I960 _ Hemerich  A  Payne,  Inc.,  Utica  at  Twenty  First,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Sec.  34-28S-33W,  (') . . . . . . . . . 

Tulsa,  Ok  la.  741 14.  Haskell  County,  Kansas. 

G-17888,  C,  June  16, 1980 _  Shell  Oil  Company,  One  Shell  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  NE/4  of  Sec.  28-  (*) . .  14.65 

2463,  Houston,  Texas  77001 .  3N-26  ECM,  Beaver  County,  Oklahoma. 

CI77-345,  C.  May  12, 1980 _ Amoco  Production  Company,  P.O.  Box  50879,  New  Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Company,  South  Marsh  Island  (*) . — . —  15.025 

Orleans,  La.  70150.  Blocks  125,  127,  128,  and  141,  Offshore  Louisi¬ 

ana. 
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Docket  No.  and  date  filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser  and  location 

Price  per  1,000  ft’ 

Pressure  base 

078-223,  C,  April  21,  1980 . 

078-225,  C,  April  21,  1980 . 

078-226;  C,  April  21,  1980 . 

078-613,  D.  Dec.  10,  1979 . 

078-816;  C,  May  5.  1980 _ ....... 

079-437,  April  9,  1980* . 

079-613,  A,  Aug.  20,  1979 . 

080-86,  F,  June  19,  1980 . 

080-162,  E.  Jan.  7,  1980.„ . 

080-164,  E,  Jan.  7,  1980 . 

080-204,  F,  Feb.  20.  1980 . . . 

080-369,  A,  June  16,  1980 . 

080-370,  A.  June  16,  1980 . 

080-371,  A,  June  17,  1980 . 

080-372  (G-5301),  B,  June  12, 
1980. 

080-373  (G-17951),  B.  June  12, 
1980. 

080-374  (071-895),  B,  June  12, 
1980. 

080-375,  A,  June  18,  1980 _ 

080-376,  A,  June  16,  1980 . 

080-377,  F,  June  13,  1980 

080-378,  A,  June  16,  1980 . .... 


Exxon  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

Exxon  Corporation . . . . . 

Exxon  Corporation . ; . 

Hondo  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  P.O.  Box  2819,  Dallas, 
Texas  75221. 

Exxon  Corporation . 

Getty  Oil  Company,  P.O.  Box  1404,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

Shell  Oil  Company _ _ _ 

GEO.  Oil  &  Gas  Company  of  Houston  (successor  in 
interest  to  Palmer  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  et  al.) 
P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

G.L.M.  Oil  and  Gas  Company  successor  in  interest 
to  UV  Industries,  Inc.),  P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

G.L.M.  Oil  and  Gas  Company  (successor  in  interest 
to  UV  Industries,  INc.),  P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

Aminoil  of  Louisiana,  Inc.;  P.O.  Box  9413,  Golden 
Center  One,  2800  North  Loop  West,  Houston, 
Texas  77018. 

Shell  Oil  Company  (Operator),  One  Shell  Plaza, 
P.O.  Box  2463,  Houston,  Texas  77001. 

Conoco  Inc.  (Operator),  P.O.  Box  2197,  Houston, 
Texas  77001. 

FIN-OIL,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2159,  Dallas,  Texas  75221 .. 

Getty  Oil  Company,  P.O.  Box  1404,  Houston,  Texas 
77001. 

Getty  Oil  Company . 

Getty  Oil  Company . 


Phillips  Petroleum  Company,  5  C4  Phillips  Building, 
Bartlesville,  Okla.  74004. 

Transco  Exploration  Company,  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77001. 

Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.  (Partial  successor  in  interest  to 
Freeport  Oil  Company),  P.O.  Box  7309,  San 
Francisco,  Ca.  94120. 

Getty  Oil  Company . . 


Trunkline  Gas  Company,  Block  630,  West  Cameron 
Area,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation.  Block 
630,  West  Cameron  Area,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Block  630,  West 
Cameron  Area,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  DHY  State  No.  1 
well.  Sec.  23-T19S-R28E,  Eddy  County,  New 
Mexico,  limited  to  the  Morrow  formation. 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation,  Eugene 
Island  Block  251,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Company  and  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company,  Block  242,  Vermilion  Area, 
Offshore  Louisiana. 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company,  Block  194 
Field,  Mississippi  Canyon,  Offshore  Louisiana. 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation,  Blanco  Field,  Rio 
Arriba  County.  New  Mexico. 

Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co.,  Sec.  19-T25N-R57E, 
Richland  County,  Montana. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company,  E/2  Section  105, 
Block  8,  Pecos  County,  Texas. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  LaRosa  Field, 
LaFourche  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Florida  Gas  transmission  Company,  Sabine  Pass 
Blocks  10  &  17,  Offshore  Louisiana  and  Texas. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Vermilion  Block 
119,  Offshore  of  Louisiana. 

Trunkline  Gas  Company,  Block  A-312,  High  Island 
Area,  Offshore  Texas. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Company,  Volkland  'A’  Lease, 
Rice  County,  Kansas. 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Company,  South  Goodwin 
Field,  Beaver  County,  Oklahoma. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corporation,  S/2 
Block  90  OCS-G-1624  Main  Pass  Area,  Offshore 
Louisiana. 

Locust  Rige  Gas  Company,  MSU-Anderson  E  No.  1 
located  in  the  Buckhom  Field,  Tensas  Parish, 
Louisiana. 

Trunkline  Gas  Company,  High  Island  Area  Block  A- 
312  (SW/4),  Offshore  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  La  Rose  Field, 
Lafourche  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Certain  acreage 
in  Vermilion  Block  119,  Offshore  Louisiana. 
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'  Diversion  of  part  of  stream  to  intrastate  user  as  fuel  to  operate  irrigation  pumps  for  agricultural  purposes  on  the  unit  where  the  well  is  located  and  on  adjoining  lands. 

’Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Agreement  dated  5-19-58,  as  amended,  until  it  recovers  200%  of  the  deepening  costs  for  the  Hauth  well.  Upon  attainment  of  cost  payback,  all  rights 
to  the  NE/4  of  Section  28  will  revert  to  Phillips  Petroleum  Company. 

’Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  3-2-77,  amended  by  Letter  Agreement  dated  4-21-80. 

’Applicant  is  filing  to  amend  its  Contract  under  Agreement  dated  3-7-80  and  FERC  GRS  No.  608. 

’Applicant  is  filing  to  amend  its  Contract  under  Agreement  dated  3-21-80  and  FERC  GRS  No.  610. 

‘Applicant  is  filing  to  amend  its  Contract  under  Agreement  dated  4-1-80  and  FERC  GRS  No.  611. 

’Applicant  is  filing  under  Contract  dated  5-9-78,  amended  by  Amendment  dated  4-22-80. 

’Amendment  to  add  an  additional  delivery  point  located  on  Tenneco  Oil  Company’s  Platform  in  Block  241 ,  Vermilion  Area. 

’Applicant  is  filing  to  amend  its  Contract  under  Agreement’s  dated  3-28-80  and  3-31-80  and  FERC  GRS  No.  428.  , 

10 Applicant  is  filing  under  Contract  dated  8-1-79. 

"GEO.  Oil  is  acquiring  this  property  as  of  6-1-79  and  requests  it  be  issued  both  temporary  and  permanent  certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  effective  6-1-79.  Sales  have 
previously  been  made  under  small  producer  certificates  of  Palmer  Oil  &  Gas  Company  CS75-0362,  National  Bulk  Carriers,  Inc.,  CS76-0237,  and  The  Blue  Jay  Corporation  CS75-0363. 

‘’G.L.M.  is  acquiring  this  property  as  of  6-15-79.  Sales  have  previously  been  made  pursuant  to  small  producer  certificate  of  U.S.  Smelting  Refining  &  Mining  Co.  CS67-0085.  a  company 
which  subsequently  changed  its  name  to  UV  Industries,  Inc.  As  a  small  producer,  UV  has  no  Rate  Schedule  on  file  for  this  sale.  Applicant  requests  it  ta  issued  a  temporary  and  permanent 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  effective  6-15-79. 

"Applicant  acquired  the  interest  from  Freeport  Oil  Compnay  and  was  previously  covered  under  a  small  producer  certificate  issued  to  Freeport  Oil  Company  in  Docket  No.  CS-69-6. 

"Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  establishing  the  initial  rate  as  the  maximum  lawful  rate  which  is  applicable  to  the  NGPA. 

"Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  6-3-80. 

"Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  and  Sales  Agreement  dated  4-11-80.  * 

"The  gas  reserves  underlying  the  dedicated  acreage  are  not  capable  of  producing  gas  in  commercial  quantities  and  are  considered  to  be  depleted.  The  small  remaining  gas  produced  is 
used  for  lease  fuel. 

"The  gas  reserves  underlying  the  dedicated  acreage  are  not  capable  of  producing  gas  in  commercial  quantities,  have  no  recompletion  possibilities,  and  are  considered  to  be  depleted. 
Production  from  Block  90  has  ceased  and  the  lease  expired  on  5-13-78. 

"Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase  Contract  dated  4-26-61,  amended  by  Amendment  dated  11-6-79. 

“By  instrument  entitled  "Sublease  of  Oil,  Gas  and  Mineral  Leases",  dated  10-30-79,  but  effective  10-20-79,  Applicant  acquired  a  partial  interest  in  six  oil  and  gas  leases  from  Freeport  Oil 
Company. 

’■Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  at  the  rates  prescribed  by  the  NGPA  of  1978,  however,  requests  that  the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  be  effective  10-20-79, 
said  date  being  the  effective  date  of  said  Sublease. 

Filing  Code:  A— Initial  Service.  B— Abandonment.  C— Amendment  to  add  acreage.  D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage.  E— Total  Succession.  F— Partial  Succession. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20163  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 
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[Vol.  220] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

June  20, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  of 
determination  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  herein,  for  the  indicated 
wells,  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  and  18  CFR  274.104. 
Negative  determinations  are  indicated 
by  a  (D)  in  the  DEN  column.  Estimated 
annual  production  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcfJ. 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  22, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Determinations  by  Jurisdicatlonal 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

June  23, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  of 
determination  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  herein,  for  the  indicated 
wells,  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  and  18  CFR  274.104. 
Negative  determinations  are  indicated 
by  a  (D)  in  the  DEN  column.  Estimated 
annual  production  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf). 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  22, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

BILLING  CODE  M50-85-M 
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[Vol.  227] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

June  30, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  of 
determination  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  herein,  for  the  indicated 
wells,  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  and  18  CFR  274.104. 
Negative  determinations  are  indicated 
by  a  (D)  in  the  DEN  column.  Estimated 
annual  production  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf). 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  22, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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[Vol.  228] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

June  30, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  of 
determination  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  herein,  for  the  indicated 
wells,  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  and  18  CFR  274.104. 
Negative  determinations  are  indicated 
by  a  (D)  in  the  DEN  column.  Estimated 
annual  production  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf). 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission's  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C. 20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  July  22, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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[Vol.  229] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

Issued:  June  30, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  of 
determination  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  herein,  for  the  indicated 
wells,  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  and  18  CFR  274.104. 
Negative  determinations  are  indicated 
by  a  (D)  in  the  DEN  column.  Estimated 
annual  production  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcfJ. 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  .Commission  on  or 
before  July  22, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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[Project  Nos.  3046,  3147,  and  3201] 

Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative 
et  al.;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permits 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Arkansas  Valley 
Electric  Cooperative  Corporation 
(AVEC),  the  Arkansas  Power  &  Light 
Company  (AP&L),  and  the  City  of 
Conway,  Arkansas  (Conway)  filed  on 
February  13, 1980,  April  18, 1980,  and 
June  2, 1980,  respectively,  competing 
applications  [pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a) — 825(r)] 
for  preliminary  permits  for  the  proposed 
hydroelectric  power  projects,  each  to  be 
known  as  the  Lock  and  Dam  No.  8 
Power  Projects,  that  would  be  located 
on  the  Arkansas  River,  in  Perry  and 
Faulkner  Counties,  near  the  City  of 
Conway,  Arkansas.  Correspondence 
with  AVEC  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 

Joe  R.  Moody,  Benham — Holway  Power 
Group,  Suite  1150,  #1  Union  Plaza,  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas  72201,  and  Mr.  Charles 
H.  Haberer,  General  Manager,  Arkansas 
Valley  Electric  Cooperative  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  47,  Ozark,  Arkansas  72949. 
Correspondence  with  AP&L  should  be 
addressed  to:  Mr.  W.  Harry  Jones, 
Manager,  Civil  Engineering,  Arkansas 
Power  &  Light  Company  P.O.  Box  551, 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72203. 
Correspondence  with  Conway  should  be 
addressed  to:  Mr.  James  H.  Brewer, 
Manager,  Electrical  Department,  City  of 
Conway,  P.O.  Box  99,  Conway, 

Arkansas  72032. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
developed  from  Project  No.  3046  would 
be  wheeled  through  the  transmission 
systems  of  Arkansas  Electric 
Cooperative  Corporation  and  AP&L  for 
distribution  to  AVEC’s  members.  Project 
energy  developed  from  Project  No.  3147 
would  be  used  by  AP&L  to  meet  its 
present  and  future  load  requirements. 
Project  energy  developed  from  Project 
No.  3201  would  be  used  entirely  by  the 
City  of  Conway. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Each  Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  three  years,  during  which  time 
each  Applicant  proposes  that  it  would 
perform  surveys  and  geologic 
investigations,  reach  final  agreement  on 
sale  of  project  power,  secure  financing 
commitments,  consult  with  Federal, 
State,  and  local  government  agencies 
concerning  the  potential  environmental 
effects  of  the  project,  and  prepare  an 
application  for  FERC  license,  including 
an  environmental  report.  AVEC  and 
AP&L  estimate  that  the  costs  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 


$50,000.  Conway  estimates  the  cost 
would  be  $70,000. 

Project  Description — Each  Applicant 
would  utilize  the  existing  Lock  and  Dam 
No.  8  (The  Toad  Suck  Ferry  Lock  and 
Dam)  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Corps 
of  Engineers. 

AVEC  intends  to  construct:  (1)  five 
turbine/generators  rated  at  5.0  MW 
each  operating  under  a  head  of  14  feet 
and  using  the  water  that  is  now 
discharged  through  the  dam’s  16  Taintor 
gates:  (2)  a  new  powerhouse  200  feet 
long  and  75  feet  wide  located  on  the 
western  bank  of  the  river;  (3)  a  new  3.0- 
mile  long,  115-kV  transmission  line;  and 
(4)  a  new  step-up  substation.  AVEC 
estimates  that  annual  generation  would 
average  142,000,000  kWh. 

AP&L  intends  to  construct:  (1)  a 
powerhouse  containing  turbine/ 
generators  with  a  potential  capacity  of 
10-15  MW  and  (2)  a  5.0-mile  long,  161- 
kV  transmission  line.  AP&L  estimates 
annual  generation  would  average 
88,100,000  kWh. 

Conway  intends  to  construct:  (1)  a 
powerhouse  adjacent  to  the  existing 
spillway  gates  containing  turbine/ 
generators  with  a  potential  capacity  of 
15  MW;  (2)  an  intake  channel  averaging 
100  feet  wide  and  150  feet  long;  (3)  a 
tailrace  channel  averaging  100  feet  wide 
and  225  feet  long;  (4)  a  3.0-mile  long 
transmission  line  leading  to  the  West 
Conway  Substation.  Conway  estimates 
annual  generation  would  average 
76,000,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  ecoaomic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  the 
power,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  for  inclusion  in  an  application 
for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  each 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  respective  Applicant.) 
Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  permit  and  consistent  with 
the  purpose  of  a  permit  as  described  in 
this  notice.  No  other  formal  request  for 
comments  will  be  made.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  the  time 
set  below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have 
no  comments. 


Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  September  2,  1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
November  3,  1980.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c),  (os  amended  44 
Fed.  Reg.  61328,  October  25, 1979).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR,  4.33(a) 
and  (d),  (os  amended,  44  Fed.  Reg.  61328, 
October  25, 1979). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  these 
applications  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR,  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  2,  1980.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  applications  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20160  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  30431 

Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative 
Corp.;  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Arkansas  Valley 
Electric  Cooperative  Corporation 
(Applicant)  filed  on  February  13, 1980, 
an  application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  §§  791(a)— 825(r)J  for  proposed 
Project  No.  3043  to  be  known  as  the 
Lock  and  Dam  No.  13  Project  located  on 
the  Arkansas  River  in  Sebastian  County, 
near  Van  Buren,  Arkansas. 
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Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Joe  R.  Moody, 
Benham-Holway  Power  Group,  Suite 
1150,  #1  Union  Plaza,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72201  and  Mr.  Charles  H. 
Haberer,  General  Manager,  c/o 
Arkansas  Valley  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  47,  Ozark, 
Arkansas  72949. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  Lock  and  Dam  No. 
13  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  and  would  consist  of:  (1)  five 
turbine/generators  rated  at  6.0  MW 
each  operating  under  a  head  of  15  feet 
and  using  the  water  now  discharged 
through  the  dam’s  15  Taintor  gates;  (2)  a 
new  powerhouse  200  feet  long  and  75 
feet  wide  located  on  the  western  bank 
of  the  river;  (3)  a  new  one-mile  long  115- 
kV  transmission  line;  and  (4)  a  new 
step-up  substation.  Applicant  estimates 
that  annual  generation  would  average 
157,000,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — Applicant  desires 
to  use  the  project  to  supply  its  base 
energy  requirements. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Applicant  seeks  issuance 
of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
perform  surveys  and  geological 
investigations,  negotiate  with  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  for  water 
rights  at  the  projects,  determine  the 
economic  feasibility  of  the  projects, 
reach  final  agreement  on  sales  of  the 
project’s  power,  secure  financing 
commitments,  consult  with  Federal, 

State  and  local  government  agencies 
concerning  the  potential  environmental 
effects  of  the  project,  and  prepare  an 
application  for  an  FERC  license, 
including  an  environmental  report. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
approximately  $50,000. 

Purpose  of  Peliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  necessary  information  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 


from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  September  2, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
November  3, 1980.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c),  (os  amended  44 
Fed.  Reg.  61328,  October  25, 1979).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR,  4.33(a) 
and  (d),  (As  amended,  44  Fed.  Reg. 

61328,  October  25, 1979.) 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR,  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  Section  1.10 
for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protest  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  files  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  September  2, 1980.  The 
Commission's  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20161  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER78-517] 

Connecticut  Light  &  Power  Co.;  Filing 

June  27, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 


Take  notice,  that  on  June  20, 1980, 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
(CLP)  submitted  for  filing  a  refund  report 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order  of 
May  5, 1980,  in  the  above-referenced 
proceeding.  Refunds  were  made  by  CLP 
to  its  wholesale  customers  for  service 
rendered  under  CLP’s  R-4  rate  schedule. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  sent  to 
the  affected  customers  and  to  the 
Division  of  Public  Utility  Control  for  the 
State  of  Connecticut. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  protest 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  July 
21, 1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20162  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ES79-7] 

Idaho  Power  Co.;  Renotice  of 
Application 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  11, 1980, 

Idaho  Power  Company  (Applicant),  a 
corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Maine,  and  qualified  to 
transact  business  in  the  States  of  Idaho, 
Oregon,  Nevada  and  Wyoming,  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Boise,  Idaho, 
filed  an  Application  with  the  Federal  • 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  seeking  an  Order  authorizing 
it  to  enter  into  an  Agreement  amending 
the  Construction  Financing  Agreement 
with  Carty  Services,  Inc.  (Carty),  and 
incidental  agreements  and  instruments 
pursuant  thereto  with  respect  to  the 
financing  of  the  Applicant’s  10%  interest 
(Idaho  Interest)  in  the  Number  One 
Boardman  Station  on  Carty  Reservior 
(the  Second  Amendment  Agreement). 

Under  the  Seqond  Amendment 
Agreement,  Carty,  Applicant  and 
Bankers  Trust  Company  agree  to 
redefine  the  term  “Complication  Event” 
delaying  the  date  on  which  Applicant 
must  commence  paying,  over  a  period  of 
three  years,  amounts  equal  in  the 
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aggregate  to  all  Costs  of  Construction, 
and  Cost  of  Finance  paid  by  Carty  and 
to  increase  the  Commitment  from  the 
current  level  of  $57,500,000  to  $65,000,000 
with  a  right  to  request  future  increases 
not  to  exceed  a  total  Commitment  of 
$80,000,000. 

This  is  part  of  Applicant’s  program  for 
financing  its  construction  expenditures 
for  the  period  of  January  1, 1980,  through 
December  31, 1981,  which  are  presently 
estimated  at  $263,592,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Application,  should  on  or  before  July  11, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  or  protests  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  , 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The 
Application  is  on  file  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20164  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  ER77-354  and  ER78-14] 

Missouri  Utilities  Co.;  Filing 

June  27, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1980, 
Missouri  Utilities  Company  (MU) 
submitted  for  filing  revised  sheets 
applicable  to  MU’s  FERC  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1.  This  filing  is  in 
accordance  with  Commission  Opinion 
No.  82. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  the  affected  parties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  protest 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  July 
18, 1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20165  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ES80-61] 

Northwestern  Public  Service  Co.; 
Application 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17, 1980, 
Northwestern  Public  Service  Company 
(Applicant),  a  Delaware  corporation 
qualified  to  transact  business  in  the 
States  of  Iowa,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
and  South  Dakota,  with  its  principal 
business  office  at  Huron,  South  Dakota, 
filed  an  Application  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  seeking  an  order  authorizing 
borrowings  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $10,000,000  at  any 
one  time  outstanding  under  a  three  year 
term  Loan  Agreement  (Loan  Agreement) 
between  Applicant  and  Merrill  Lynch 
International  Bank  Limited  solely,  or  as 
Agent  for  participating  banks. 

Proceeds  from  any  borrowings  to  be 
made  under  the  Loan  Agreement  are  to 
be  used  to  finance  a  portion  of 
Applicant’s  estimated  construction 
expenditures  of  $47,841,000  during  the 
1980-82  period. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  this 
application  should,  on  or  before  July  17, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20186  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER76-149] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana;  Filing 

June  27, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17, 1980, 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana  (PSI) 
submitted  for  filing  a  compliance  report 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order  of 
May  15, 1980  in  the  above  referenced 
proceeding. 


Any  person  desiring  to"be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  protest 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  July 
18. 1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20167  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  Nos.  3045  and  3146] 

Riceland  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  et 
al.;  Applications  for  Preliminary 
Permits 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  Riceland  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  and  C&L  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  (RCL)  and  the 
Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company 
(AP&L)  filed,  on  February  13, 1980,  and 
on  April  18, 1980,  respectively, 
competing  applications  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  sections 
791(a) — 825(r)J  for  preliminary  permits 
for  the  proposed  hydroelectric  power 
projects,  each  to  be  known  as  the  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  6  Power  Projects,  that 
would  be  located  on  the  Arkansas  River, 
in  Pulaski  County,  near  the  City  of  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas.  Correspondence  with 
RCL  should  be  addressed  to:  Mr.  Joe  R. 
Moody,  Benham-Holway  Power  Group, 
Suite  1150,  #1  Union  Plaza,  Little  Rock, 
Arkansas  72201  and  Mr.  Jim  Bennett, 
Project  Manager,  c/o  Riceland  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  906, 

Stuttgart,  Arkansas  72160. 
Correspondence  with  AP&L  should  be 
addressed  to:  Mr.  W.  Harry  Jones, 
Manager,  Civil  Engineering,  Arkansas 
Power  &  Light  Company,  P.O.  Box  551, 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72203. 

Purpose  of  Project:  Project  energy 
developed  from  Project  No.  3045  would 
be  wheeled  through  the  Arkansas 
Electric  Cooperative  Corporation’s 
transmission  system  for  distribution  to 
RCL’s  members.  Project  energy 
developed  from  Project  No.  3146  would 
be  used  by  AP&L  to  meet  its  present  and 
future  load  requirements. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
under  Permit — Each  Applicant  seeks 
issuance  of  a  preliminary  permit  for  a 
period  of  three  years,  during  which  time 
each  Applicant  proposes  that  it  would 
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perform  surveys  and  geologic 
investigations,  reach  final  agreement  on 
sale  of  project  power,  secure  financing 
commitments,  consult  with  Federal, 

State,  and  local  government  agencies 
concerning  the  potential  environmental 
effects  of  the  project,  and  prepare  an 
application  for  FERC  license,  including 
an  environmental  report.  RCL  and  AP&L 
estimate  that  the  costs  of  the  studies 
under  the  permit  would  be 
approximately  $50,000. 

Project  Description:  Each  Applicant 
would  utilize  the  existing  Corps  of 
Engineers  Dam  known  either  as  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  6  or  the  Terry  Dam. 

RCL  intends  to  construct:  1)  five 
turbine /genera tors  rated  at  6.0  MW 
each  operating  under  a  head  of  16  feet 
and  using  the  water  that  is  now 
discharged  through  the  dam’s  17  Taintor 
gates;  2)  a  new  powerhouse  200  feet  long 
and  75  feet  wide  located  on  the  western 
bank  of  the  river;  3)  a  new  5.5-mile  long 
115-kV  transmission  line;  and  4)  a  new 
step-up  substation.  Applicants  estimate 
that  annual  generation  would  average 
168,000,000  kWH. 

AP&L  intends  to  construct;  1]  a 
powerhouse  containing  turbine/ 
generators  with  a  potential  capacity  of 
1-15  MW  and  2)  a  5.0-mile  long,  115-kV 
transmission  line.  AP&L  estimates 
annual  generation  would  average 
88,050,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  applications 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  each 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  September  2, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 


of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
November  3,  1980.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33(b)  and  (c),  (os  amended  44 
FR  61328,  October  25, 1979).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR,  4.33  (a) 
and  (d),  (os  amended  44  FR  61328, 
October  25, 1979.) 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene:  Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  these 
applications  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR,  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  Section  1.10 
for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  files  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  September  2, 1980.  The 
Commission's  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20168  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-471  ] 

Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corp.; 
Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  the  Central  Hudson  Gas  & 
Electric  Corporation  (Central  Hudson), 
on  June  19, 1980,  tendered  for  filing  as  a 
rate  schedule  an  executive  agreement 
dated  June  1, 1980  between  Central 
Hudson  and  Consolidated  Edison 
Company  of  New  York,  Inc.  (Con 
Edison).  The  proposed  rate  schedule 
provides  for  the  sale  of  generating 
capacity  and  associated  energy  by 
Central  Hudson  as  available  and  as 
scheduled  from  day  to  day. 

The  rate  schedule  provides  for  a 
capacity  charge  of  $3  per  megawatt  per 


hour  scheduled  and  an  energy  charge 
equal  to  Central  Hudson’s  incremental 
fuel  and  maintenance  costs,  incremental 
out-of-pocket  costs,  incremental  cost  of 
transmission  losses  and  applicable 
taxes. 

Central  Hudson  requests  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  of  Section  35.3  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  so  that 
the  proposed  rate  schedule  can  be  made 
effective  June  16, 1980  in  accordance 
with  the  anticipated  utilization  by  the 
parties. 

Central  Hudson  states  that  a  copy  of 
its  filing  was  served  on  Con  Edison. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  21, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20171  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-477J 

Central  Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corp.; 
Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  the  Central  Hudson  Gas  & 
Electric  Corporation  (Central  Hudson), 
on  June  23, 1980,  tendered  for  filing  as  a 
rate  schedule  an  executed  agreement 
dated  June  18, 1980  between  Central 
Hudson  and  Public  Service  Electric  and 
Gas  Company  (PSE&G).  The  proposed 
rate  scheduled  provides  for  the  sale  of 
generating  capacity  and  associated 
energy  by  Central  Hudson  as  available 
and  as  scheduled  from  day  to  day. 

The  rate  schedule  provides  for  a 
capacity  charge  of  $3  per  megawatt  per 
hour  scheduled  and  an  energy  charge 
equal  to  Central  Hudson’s  incremental 
fuel  and  maintenance  costs,  incremental 
out-of-pocket  costs,  incremental  costs  of 
transmission  losses  and  applicable 
taxes. 
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Central  Hudson  reques^, waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  of  Section  35.3  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  so  that 
the  proposed  rate  schedule  can  be  made 
effective  July  1, 1980  in  accordance  with 
the  anticipated  utilization  by  the  parties. 

Central  Hudson  states  that  a  copy  of 
its  filing  was  served  on  PSE&G. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  s%id  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  , 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  18, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20172  piled  7-3-80. 8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-443] 

Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Tariff 
Change 

June  30. 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  & 
Light  Company  (“Delmarva”)  on  June  3, 
1980,  tendered  for  filing  a  Service 
Agreement  with  the  City  of  Seaford, 
Delaware.  This  Service  Agreement 
provides  for  generation  by  Seaford  of 
part  of  its  electric  requirements. 

The  Service  Agreement  was  entered 
into  at  the  request  of  Seaford,  to 
facilitate  certain  “peak-shaving” 
programs  of  Seaford.  The  proposed 
effective  date  of  the  Service  Agreement 
is  May  29, 1980  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission's  notice  provisions  is 
requested. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  public  utility's  jurisdictional 
customers  and  the  Delaware  Public 
Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 


1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  23, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file -a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20173  Filed  7-3-80, 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1897] 

E.  James  Ferland;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  4, 1980,  E. 
James  Ferland  (Applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  The 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company: 
Public  Utility 

Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company:  Public 
Utility 

Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company;  Public 
Utility 

Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  Holyoke 
Water  Power  Company;  Public  Utility 
Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  Holyoke 
Power  and  Electric  Company;  Public  Utility 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections- 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20174  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP80-403] 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.; 
Application 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  17, 1980, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Park, 
Florida  32790,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP80- 
403  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  pipeline 
facilities  in  Vermilion  Parish,  Louisiana, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the  .. 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct 
approximately  400  feet  of  12-inch 
pipeline,  and  facilities  appurtenant 
thereto,  to  interconnect  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company’s  2,500 
horsepower  compressor  at  Kaplan, 
Vermilion  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  the 
existing  500  horsepower  and  proposed 
500  horsepower  compressors  at  Cow 
Island,  Vermilion  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Applicant  estimates  that  approximately 
550  Mcf  of  natural  gas  could  be  saved 
per  day  by  utilizing  whenever  possible 
two  500  horsepower  compressors  at 
Cow  Island  in  lieu  of  the  2,500 
horsepower  compressor  at  Kaplan. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  cost  of  the 
proposed  facilities  would  be  $205,000, 
which  cost  would  be  met  through 
internally  generated  funds. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  additional 
compression  at  Cow  Island  would  be 
provided  pursuant  to  Applicant’s  budget 
authority. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before 
July  21, 1980,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  the  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
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Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20175  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-479] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FPL),  on  June  23, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing  an  amendment 
entitled  “Amendment  Number  One  to 
Contract  Between  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  and  Jacksonville  Electric 
Authority  For  Transmission  of  Power 
And  Energy  In  The  Implementation  of 
The  Power  Sale  Agreement  Between 
Jacksonville  Electric  Authority  and 
Alabama  Power  Company,  Georgia 
Power  Company,  Gulf  Power  Company, 
Mississippi  Power  Company,  and 
Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.” 

-  FPL  states  that  under  the  Amendment, 
it  will  provide  an  additional  50  MW  of 
transmission  service  capacity,  for  a  total 
contract  demand  of  100  MW,  to 
Jacksonville  Electric  Authority  in  the 
implementation  of  its  Power  Sale 
Agreement  with  Alabama  Power 
Company,  Georgia  Power  Company, 

Gulf  Power  Company,  Mississippi  Power 
Company,  and  Southern  Company 
Services,  Inc. 

FPL  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  Amendment  to 
become  effective  June  26, 1980. 
According  to  FPL,  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  on  the  Managing  Director 
of  the  Jacksonville  Electric  Authority. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 


D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  18, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  File  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20176  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-4801 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FPL),  on  June  23, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing  an  Agreement, 
entitled  “Agreement  To  Provide 
Specified  Transmission  Service  Between 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Company  and 
City  of  Gainesville.” 

FPL  states  that  under  the  Agreement 
FPL  will  transmit  power  and  energy  for 
the  City  of  Gainesville  (Gainesville)  as 
is  required  by  Gainesville  in  the 
implementation  of  its  interchange 
agreements  with  the  Jacksonville 
Electric  Authority,  the  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  City  of  New  Smyrna 
Beach  and  the  City  of  Vero  Beach, 
Florida. 

FPL  states  that  service  was  initiated 
prior  to  the  Agreement  being  filed  with 
the  Commission  in  order  to  help 
Gainesville  at  a  time  when  it  was 
experiencing  a  capacity  shortage  on  its 
system.  FPL  states  that  this  was  done  at 
the  request  of  Gainesville  and  with  the 
concurrence  of  FERC  staff.  Accordingly, 
FPL  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  permit  the  Agreement  to  be 
effective  as  of  June  5, 1980  to  coincide 
with  the  commencement  of  service. 
According  to  FPL,  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  Gainesville’s  Director 
of  System  Planning. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 


should  be  Filed  on  or  before  July  18, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20177  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COO€  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-468] 

Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.; 

Amendment  To  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1980,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Amendment  to  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 
(Amendment)  dated  October  15, 1979 
between  HELCO  and  Village  of 
Morrisville  Water  and  Light  Department 
(Morrisville). 

HELCO  states  that  a  change  has  been 
made  to  the  text  of  the  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  (Purchase  Agreement).  The 
change  increases  Morrisville's 
entitlement  in  Middletown  Unit  No.  4  for 
the  term  of  the  Amendment. 

HELCO  states  that  they  were  not 
notified  of  Morrisville’s  intent  to 
increase  their  entitlement  to  capacity  of 
Middletown  Unit  No.  4  until  a  date 
which  prevented  the  filing  of  the 
Amendment  sixty  days  prior  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  the 
Amendment.  Therefore,  HELCO 
requests  that  the  Commission  waive  the 
standard  notice  period  and  permit  the 
Amendment  to  become  effective  as  of 
November  1, 1979. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut  and 
Morrisville,  Morrisville,  Vermont. 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Section  35  of  the 
Commission's  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All 
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such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  21, 1980.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  arc  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  - 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-2017*  Filed  7-3-40: 8:45  unj 

mi  i  mn  code  rum  tw  hi 


[Docket  No.  ERSO-469] 

Hartford  Electric  Light  C04 
Amendment  To  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1980,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Amendment  to  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 
(Amendment)  dated  October  15, 1979 
between  HELCO  and  Village  of 
Hardwick  Electric  Light  Department 
(Hardwick). 

HELCO  states  that  a  change  has  been 
made  to  the  text  of  the  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  (Purchase  Agreement).  The 
change  increases  Hardwick's 
entitlement  in  Middletown  Unit  No.  4  for 
the  term  of  the  Amendment. 

HELCO  states  that  they  were  not 
notified  of  Hardwick's  intent  to  increase 
their  entitlement  to  capacity  of 
Middletown  Unit  No.  4  until  a  date 
which  prevented  the  filing  of  the 
Amendment  sixty  days  prior  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  the 
Amendment.  Therefore,  HELCO 
requests  that  the  Commission  waive  the 
standard  notice  period  and  permit  the 
Amendment  to  become  effective  as  of 
November  1, 1979. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut  and 
Hardwick,  Hardwick,  Vermont. 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Section  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 


Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  21, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  ■ -ro  : 

[FR  Doc.  80-20179  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am] 

BHJJNG  CODE  8490-eS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-467] 

Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.;  Purchase 
Agreement 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1980,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
rate  schedule  pertaining  to  a  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  between  HELCO  and 
Washington  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
(Washington)  dated  as  of  October  15, 
1979. 

HELCO  states  that  the  Purchase 
Agreement  provides  for  a  sale  to 
Washington  of  a  specified  percentage  of 
capacity  and  energy  from  HELCO’s 
Middletown  Unit  No.  4  generating  unit 
during  the  period  November  1, 1979 
through  April  30, 1980. 

HELCO  requests  that  the  Commission 
waive  the  sixty-day  notice  period  and 
permit  the  rate  schedule  filed  to  become 
effective  on  November  1, 1979. 

HELCO  states  that  the  capacity 
charge  rate  for  the  proposed  service  is  a 
rate  determined  on  a  cost-of-service 
basis.  The  monthly  transmission  charge 
rate  is  equal  to  one-twelfth  of  the  annual 
average  unit  cost  of  transmission  service 
on  the  Northeast  Utilities  (NU)  system 
determined  in  accordance  with  Section 
13.9  of  the  New  England  Power  Pool 
(NEPOOL)  Agreement  and  the  uniform 
rules  adopted  by  the  NEPOOL  Executive 
Committee.  The  monthly  Transmission 
Charge  is  determined  by  the  product  of 
(i)  the  transmission  charge  rate  ($/w- 
month),  and  (ii)  the  number  of  kilowatts 
of  winter  capability  which  Washington 
is  entitled  to  receive  reduced  to  give  due 
recognition  for  payments  made  by 
Washington  to  intervening  systems.  The 
Energy  Charge  is  based  on 
Washington’s  portion  of  the  applicable 
fuel  expenses  and  no  special  cost-of- 


service  studies  were  made  to  derive  this 
charge. 

HELCO  states  that  the  services  to  be 
provided  under  the  Purchase  Agreement 
are  similar  to  services  provided  by 
HELCO  relating  to  an  agreement 
between  HELCO  and  North 
Attleborough  Electric  Department  (FERC 
Rate  Schedule  No.  HELCO  155). 

HELCO  states  that  a  copy  of  the  rate 
schedule  has  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  and 
Washington,  c/o  Vermont  Electric 
Power  Company,  Inc.,  Rutland,  Vermont. 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Part  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  21, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20180  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  64S0-85-H 


[Docket  No.  ER80-470] 

Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.; 
Amendment  To  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19, 1980,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company 
(HELCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Amendment  to  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Unit  No.  4 
(Amendment)  dated  October  15, 1979 
between  HELCO  and  Village  of  Ludlow 
Electric  Light  Department  (Ludlow). 

HELCO  states  that  a  change  has  been 
made  to  the  text  of  the  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middletown 
Unit  No.  4  (Purchase  Agreement).  The 
change  increases  Ludlow’s  entitlement 
in  Middletown  Unit  No.  4  for  the  term  of 
the  Amendment. 

HELCO  states  that  they  were  not 
notified  of  Ludlow’s  intent  to  increase 
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their  entitlement  to  capacity  of 
Middltown  Unit  No.  4  until  a  date  which 
prevented  the  filing  of  the  Amendment 
sixty  days  prior  to  the  proposed 
effective  date  of  the  Amendment. 
Therefore,  HELCO  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  the  standard  notice 
period  and  permit  the  Amendment  to 
become  effective  as  of  November  1, 

1979. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  or  delivered 
to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecticut  and 
Ludlow,  Ludlow,  Vermont. 

HELCO  further  states  that  the  filing  is 
in  accordance  with  Section  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  . 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  21, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20181  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1901] 

Daniel  R.  Herche;  Application 

June  30, 1980 

Take  notice  that  on  June  6, 1980, 
Daniel  R.  Herche  (Applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Assistant  Controller;  The  Cincinnati  Gas  & 
Electric  Company — Public  Utility. 

Assistant  Controller;  The  Union  Light,  Heat 
and  Company — Public  Utility. 

Assistant  Controller;  Miami  Power 
Corporation — Public  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 


1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20182  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1848] 

John  G.  Howard;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16, 1980,  John 
G.  Howard  (Applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Director;  Kentucky  Power  Company — 
Electric  Utility. 

Director;  Kingsport  Power  Company — 
Electric  Utility. 

Director;  Michigan  Power  Company — 
Electric  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20183  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-478] 

Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23, 1980, 
Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Company 
(“KCPL”)  tendered  for  filing  Service 
Schedules  A-MPA  for  Reserve  Capacity 


and  B-MPA  for  Standby  Service  under 
the  Municipal  Participation  Agreements 
between  KCPL  and  the  following 
municipalities: 


City  Superseding  and  replacing 


City  of  Kansas  City,  Kansas  Schedules  A-MPA-1  and  B- 
Board  of  Public  Utilities.  MPA-1,  Supplement  Nos.  7 
&  8  to  KCPL's  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  54. 

City  of  Independence,  Schedules  A-MPA-1  and  B- 

Missouri.  MPA-1 ,  Supplement  Nos.  7 

&  8  to  KCPL's  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  56. 

City  of  Marshall,  Missouri .  Schedules  A-MPA-1  and  B- 

MPA-1 ,  Supplement  Nos.  1 
&  2  to  KCPL's  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  83. 

City  of  Carrollton,  Missouri _  Schedules  A-MPA  and  B- 

MPA,  Supplement  Nos.  1  & 
2  to  KCPL's  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  86. 

City  of  Baldwin  City,  Kansas ...  Schedules  A-MPA  and  B-  • 
MPA,  Supplement  Nos.  1  & 
2  to  KCPL's  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  85. 

City  of  Garnett,  Kansas .  Schedules  A-MPA  and  B- 

MPA,  Supplement  Nos.  1  & 
2  to  KCPL’s  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  78. 

City  of  Osawatomie,  Kansas ...  Schedules  A-MPA  and  B- 

MPA,  Supplement  Nos.  1  & 
2  to  KCPL’s  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  77. 


Docket  No.  ER80-478;  City  of  Ottawa, 
Kansas;  Schedules  A-MPA  and  B-MPA 
(included  in  the  Municipal  Participation 
Agreement  which  has  recently  been  executed 
with  the  City  of  Ottawa). 

KCPL  states  that  the  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  update  the  Reserve  Capacity 
and  Standby  Service  rates  to  those  rate 
levels  for  similar  service  accepted  for 
filing  by  the  FERC  effective  December 
31, 1978  in  Docket  No.  ER79-231.  KCPL 
requests  an  effective  date  60  days  for 
the  date  of  this  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  18, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.  80-20216  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  ER80-476] 

Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co.; 

Cancellation 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  June  23, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing  a  Notice  of 
Cancellation  of  Service  Schedule  F 
dated  July  1, 1977,  Supplement  to  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  99  between  Kansas 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  Kansas 
City  Power  &  Light  Company.  KG&E 
indicates  that  this  cancellation  is  to  be 
effective  as  of  May  31, 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedures  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  18, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceedings. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20217  Filed  7-3-BO;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1742] 

M.  H.  Lewis;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  4, 1980,  M.  H. 
Lewis  (Applicant)  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Senior  Vice  President,  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company.  Public  Utility 
Senior  Vice  President  and  Director,  Old 
Dominion  Power  Company,  Public  Utility 
Director,  Electric  Energy,  Inc.,  Public  Utility 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 


Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20218  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1900] 

Jerry  L.  Maulden;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  6, 1980,  Jerry 
L.  Maulden  (Applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

President,  Chief  Executive  Officer,  and 
Director,  Arkansas  Power  &  Light 
Company,  Public  Utility 
President,  Chief  Exective  Officer,  and 
Director,  Arkansas-Missouri  Power 
Company,  Public  Utility 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20218  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP80-85.  etc.] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.,  et  al.; 
Filing  of  Pipeline  Refund  Reports  and 
Refund  Plans 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  pipelines  listed  in 
the  Appendix  hereto  have  submitted  to 
the  Commission  for  filing  proposed 
refund  reports  or  refund  plans.  The  date 
of  filing,  docket  number,  and  type  of 
filing  are  also  shown  on  the  Appendix 
below. 


Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may 
submit  comments  in  writing  concerning 
the  subject  refund  reports  and  plans.  All 
such  comments  should  be  filed  with  or 
mailed  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  July  15, 1980.  Copies  of  the 
respective  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 


Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Filing 

date 

Company 

Docket  No. 

Type 

filing 

6/16/80 . 

National  Fuel  Gas 
Supply  Corporation. 

RP80-85 . 

Report. 

6/17/80 . 

Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line 
Corporation. 

RP73-69 . 

Report. 

6/20/80 . 

Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company. 

TA80-1-59 .... 

Plan. 

6/24/80 . 

Cities  Service  Gas 
Company. 

RP72-142,  et 

at. 

Report. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20220  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP80-291] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Amendment 
to  Application 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  6, 1980, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1526,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP80-291  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  an 
amendment  to  its  pending  application  so 
as  to  reflect  a  change  in  the  rate 
schedule  under  which  it  sells  and 
delivers  gas  to  Northwest  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Northwest  Natural),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  made  an 
incorrect  statement  in  Section  IV  of  its 
application  submitted  herein.  The  last 
full  sentence  of  Section  IV  states  as 
follows: 

To  the  extent  volumes  of  gas  in  excesss  of 
the  22,835  Mcf  per  day  presently  authorized 
as  firm  service  are  delivered  at  the  Deer 
Island  delivery  point  such  volumes  will  be 
purchased  pursuant  to  Applicant’s  presently 
effective  IOS-1  (Interruptible)  Rate  Schedule. 

The  above  sentence  should  have  been 
stated  as  follows: 

On  any  such  day  Northwest  will  first  make 
available  to  Northwest  Natural,  Northwest 
Natural's  total  contract  entitlement  pursuant 
to  Northwest’s  presently  effective  ODL-1 
Rate  Schedule  and  if  in  the  event  additional 
volumes  are  required  on  a  given  day  such 
additional  volumes  will  be  provided  by 
Northwest  to  Northwest  Natural  pursuant  to 
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Northwest’s  presently  effective  IOS 
(interruptible)  Rate  Schedule. 

Applicant  further  states  that 
Northwest  Natural  believes  it  would 
primarily  utilize  ODL-1  contract 
demand  and  that  any  requirement  for 
IOS-1  gas  would  be  minimal. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  be  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  All  persons  who 
have  heretofore  filed  need  not  file  again. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20221  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  CP80-407] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Application 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1980, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP80-407  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction  of 
natural  gas  facilities  and  the 
reallocation  of  natural  gas  reserves 
within  the  existing  contract  demand  to 
the  Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(Water  Power),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  Water  Power,  an 
existing  customer,  has  requested  that  it 
provide  additional  service  at  its 
McGuire,  Idaho,  delivery  point  so  that 
Water  Power  may  provide  service  to  a 
new  customer  in  that  area.  It  is  stated 
that  Water  Power  requests  an  increase 
in  its  maximum  daily  delivery  obligation 
under  the  Applicant’s  Rate  Schedule 
ODL-1  from  38  Mcf  per  day  to  732  Mcf 
per  day  at  the  McGuire  delivery  point, 
with  a  compensating  decrease  from 
8,563  Mcf  per  day  to  7,869  Mcf  per  day 
at  the  Mica,  Washington,  delivery  point. 


Applicant  proposes  to  accede  to 
Walter  Power’s  reallocation  request  in 
accordance  with  the  ODL-1  service 
agreement  between  Applicant  and 
Water  Power  dated  December  7, 1977.  It 
is  asserted  that  the  proposed  reduction 
in  volumes  of  natural  gas  at  the  Mica 
delivery  point  would  not  jeopardize 
Water  Power’s  ability  to  serve  existing 
and  projected  requirements  of  its 
customers  in  that  service  area. 

Moreover,  no  increase  in  the  total  daily 
contract  demand  quantity  of  natural  gas 
which  Applicant  is  currently  authorized 
to  sell  and  deliver  to  Water  Power  is 
proposed. 

In  order  to  provide  the  herein 
proposed  additional  deliveries  at  the 
McGuire  sales  meter  station,  Applicant 
proposes  to  install  and  operate  new 
metering  facilities  consisting  of  a 
replacement  regulatory  and  relief  valve, 
an  additional  turbine  meter  and 
appurtenant  facilities. 

Applicant  estimates  total  cost  of 
construction  of  the  new  facilities  to  be 
$15,000.  It  is  stated  that  Water  Power 
wduld  reimburse  Applicant  for  all 
expenses,  exclusive  of  company  labor, 
incurred  in  the  installation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  22, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 


required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20222  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP80-406] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Application 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1980, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP80-406  and  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  and  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  in  Nez  Perce  County,  Idaho,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  herein  to 
construct  and  operate  a  new  sales  meter 
station  for  the  measurement  of  up  to 
18,384  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  to  The 
Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(Water  Power)  for  resale  to  Potlatch 
Forests  Incorporated  (PFI)  in  Nez  Perce 
County,  Idaho.  Further,  Applicant 
requests  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  the  present  Lewiston  PFI  meter 
station  located  at  the  terminus  of 
Applicant’s  Lewiston  lateral  in  Nez 
Perce  County.  Applicant  and  Water 
Power  have  determined  that  the  present 
location  is  no  longer  suitable  from  an 
operational  standpoint,  and  in  addition, 
poses  a  potential  hazard  to  the  area 
because  it  is  located  under  high  power 
electrical  lines,  it  is  asserted.  While 
Applicant  states  that  volumes  of  gas 
would  continue  to  be  delivered  to  the 
terminus  of  the  Lewiston  lateral, 
Applicant  would  relocate  the  sales  and 
delivery  facilities  to  a  new  site, 
approximately  .75  mile  west  of  existing 
facilities. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  relocation 
of  the  existing  sales  meter  station  would 
consist  of  the  installation  and 
construction  of  one  sales  meter  station 
with  two  8-inch  meter  rims  with 
appurtenances,  including  meter  building. 

Applicant  estimates  cost  of 
construction  of  the  proposed  facilities  to 
be  $101,400  which  would  be  financed 
from  internally  generated  funds. 
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The  facilities  proposed  to  be 
abandoned  are  one  meter  station 
consisting  of  2  8-inch  meter  runs  with 
appurtenances  and  an  existing  meter 
building.  The  2  meter  runs  would  be 
used  in  the  construction  of  the  proposed 
new  station  and  various  small  values 
would  be  returned  to  stock,  it  is  stated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  July  22, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.70).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  and  permission  and  approval 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20223  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-475] 

Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Amended 
Rate  Schedule  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 


Take  Notice  that  Pacific  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Pacific)  on  June  20, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing,  in  accordance  with 
Section  35.13  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations,  Supplement  and 
Amendment  No.  2,  and  Revision  No.  5  to 
Exhibit  A,  to  Pacific’s  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  123  between  Pacific  and  Tri- 
State  Generation  &  Transmission 
Association,  Inc.  (Tri-State).  Supplement 
and  Amendment  No.  2  provides  for  a 
new  Point  of  Delivery  to  Tri-State  and 
transmission  of  power  and  energy 
between  the  parties.  Revision  No.  5  to 
Exhibit  A,  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  rate  schedule  is  revised  annually 
by  Tri-State  and  approved  by  Pacific, 
specifying  amounts  to  be  transferred  for 
the  fourth  year  of  the  commitment 
period. 

Pacific  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
permit  this  rate  schedule  to  become 
effective  January  28, 1980,  which  it 
claims  is  the  date  of  commencement  of 
service. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  supplied  to 
Tri-State. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  18, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doo.  80-20224  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-472] 

Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Pacific)  on  June  19, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing,  in  accordance  with 
§  35.12  of  the  Commission’s  regulations, 
Contract  No.  14-03-39213  dated 
February  6, 1975  and  Amendatory 
Agreement  No.  1  to  Contract  No.  14-03- 
39213  dated  May  31, 1974  each  among 


the  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
(BPA),  Washington  Public  Power  Supply 
System  (WPPSS),  and  Pacific  providing 
for  power  exchange. 

Pacific  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
permit  this  rate  schedule  to  become 
effective  July  1, 1980,  which  it  claims  is 
the  date  of  commencement  of  service. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  supplied  to 
BPA  and  WPPSS. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  July 
21, 1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20225  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am[ 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1899] 

Doris  E.  Rogers;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1980,  Doris 
E.  Rogers  (Applicant)  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Assistant  Treasurer,  Central  Vermont  Public 

Service  Corporation,  Public  Utility 
Assistant  Treasurer,  Connecticut  Valley 

Electric  Company,  Inc.,  Public  Utility 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protest  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 1980. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
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with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20226  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RA80-48] 

Alfred  M.  Rousseau;  Filing  of  Petition 
for  Review 

June  27, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  Alfred  M.  Rousseau 
on  June  9, 1980,  filed  a  Petition  for 
Review  under  42  U.S.C.  §  7194(b)  (1977 
Supp.)  from  an  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
Energy. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review  have 
been  served  on  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Energy,  and  all 
participants  in  prior  proceedings  before 
the  Secretary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  with 
reference  to  such  filing  should  on  or 
before  July  11, 1980  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8).  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene.  Such  petition  must  also  be 
served  on  the  parties  of  record  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
through  John  McKenna,  Office  of 
General  Counsel,  Department  of  Energy, 
Room  5142, 12th  and  Pennsylvania  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461.  Copies  of 
the  petition  for  review  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  St.,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-201 G9  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1902] 

William  L.  Sheafer;  Filing 

)une  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12, 1980, 
William  L.  Sheafer,  (Applicant)  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Sectidn  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Assistant  Controller,  The  Cincinnati  Gas  & 
Electric  Company,  Public  Utility 
Assistant  Controller,  The  Union  Light,  Heat 
and  Power  Company,  Public  Utility 
Assistant  Controller,  Miami  Power 
Corporation,  Public  Utility 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  15, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20227  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-482] 

Tampa  Electric  Co.;  Filing 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  24, 1980, 
Tampa  Electric  Company  (Tampa) 
tendered  for  filing  an  Agreement  for 
Interchange  Service  between 
Jacksonville  Electric  Authority 
(Jacksonville)  and  Tampa.  Tampa  asks 
that  the  Agreement  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  on  July  1, 1980,  so  that 
economcy  interchange  transactions 
between  Tampa  and  Jacksonville  may 
be  initiated  as  soon  as  possible.  Tampa 
requests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirement  to  allow  for  such 
effective  date. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Jacksonville  and  the  Florida  Public 
Service  Commission,  according  to 
Tampa. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  18, 1980.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  persons  wishing  to  be  come  a  party 
should  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 

Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20228  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  GP80-20] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Third- 
Party  Protest 1 

June  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  established  by  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  in  Order  No.  23-B,2  and 
“Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No.  23- 
B,”  3  Associated  Gas  Distributors  (AGD) 
protested  on  June  19, 1980,  the  assertion 
by  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee)  and  certain  producers  that 
the  contracts  identified  in  its  protests 
constitute  contractual  authority  for  the 
producers  to  charge  and  collect  any 
applicable  maximum  lawful  price  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA). 

AGD  stated  that  the  language  of  the 
following  contracts  does  not  constitute 
authority  for  the  producer  to  increase 
prices  to  Ae  extent  claimed  by 
Tennessee  in  its  evidentiary  submission: 

Seller  and  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract 
Date 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  229 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  28 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  87 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  89 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  349 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  263 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  398 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  404 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  407 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  417 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  107 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  489 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  80 
Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  620 

J&M  Well  Service,  Inc.,  6/1/79 
Hunt  Oil  Co.,  11 
Joseph  P.  Mueller,  6/1/72 
CNG  Producing  Co.,  49-11/11/79 
WilshireOil  Co.  of  Texas,  H/ll/79 
Denison  Mines  Inc.,  H/ll/79 
Dew  Oil  &  Gas,  12/1/79 
Sohio  Nat.  Res.,  125-11/1/79 
Maurice  L.  Brown,  4/1/55 
Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  143 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply,  V-l 
Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  418-5/2/79 
Tenneco  Expl.  Ltd.,  18-6/21/79 
Sklar  Oil  Co.,  3/18/55 
Sklar  Oil  Co.,  H/l/79 


'The  term  “third  party  protest"  refers  to  a  protest 
filed  by  a  party  who  is  not  a  party  to  the  contract 
which  is  protested. 

2  “Order  Adopting  Final  Regulations  and 
Establishing  Protest  Procedure,"  Docket  No.  RM79- 
22,  issued  June  21, 1979. 

’Docket  No.  RM79-22,  issued  August  8. 1979 
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Any  person,  other  than  the  pipeline 
and  the  seller,  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  response  with  respect  to  these 
protests  should  file  with  the 
Commission,  on  or  before  July  14, 1980,  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  1.8.  The  seller  need  not  file  for 
intervention  because  under  18  CFR 
154.94(j)(4)(ii),  the  seller  in  the  first  sale 
is  automatically  jointed  as  a  party. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc:.  80-20229  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CI73-681] 

Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corp.; 
Application  for  Waiver  of  Certificate 
Condition  Pursuant  to  Commission 
Order  Nos.  64  and  64-A 

|une  30. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  30, 1980, 
Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corporation 
(TGEC)  filed  an  application  for  a  waiver 
of  its  optional  procedure  certificate  rate 
condition  in  order  to  allow  it  to  collect 
up  to  the  NGPA  Section  102  price  for  gas 
underlying  a  lease  covered  by  a  1974 
optional  procedure  certificate. 

In  Opinion  Nos.  706  and  706-A  in 
Docket  No.  CI73-681  issued  September 
17  and  November  13, 1974,  respectively, 
the  Commission  granted  TGEC  its 
optional  procedure  certificate  as 
originally  requested.  This  certificate 
covered  TGEC’s  interest  in  gas 
underlying  Vermilion  Blocks  255  and 
256,  Offshore  Louisiana,  Federal 
Domain.  TGEC  sells  its  gas  to 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
under  a  January  5, 1973  contract  with  an 
initial  rate  of  45  cents/Mcf  plus  Vz 
cent/Mcf  annual  escalations.  The 
present  sales  are  made  at  47  cents/Mcf. 

TGEC  believes  that  the  Commission’s 
prohibition  in  Order  Nos.  64  and  64-A 
(Docket  No.  RM80-19,  issued  January  3, 
and  February  27, 1980,  respectively) 
against  collection  of  all  NGPA  ceiling 
prices  for  gas  sold  pursuant  to  optional 
procedure  certificates  contravenes  the 
provisions  of  the  NGPA.  Accordingly, 
TGEC  has  filed  a  petition  for  review  of 
Order  Nos.  64  and  64-A  in  the  Fifth 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals. 

In  addition  to  the  above  petition  for 
review,  TGEC  has  filed  the  subject 
application  for  waiver  of  its  certificate 
rate  condition  in  accordance  with  the 
language  on  page  24  of  Order  No.  64  and 
7-8  of  Order  No.  64-A,  or  in  the 
alternative  a  waiver  of  18  CFR  2.75(m). 

TGEC  believes  that  there  are 
additional  reserves  underlying  the 
acreage  covered  by  its  optional 


procedure  certificate  which  may  be 
recoverable  if  further  exploration  is 
undertaken.  JGEC  cannot,  in  its  opinion, 
and  will  not  participate  in  future 
development  of  this  acreage  so  long  as  it 
is  prohibited  from  collecting  all  NGPA 
prices  applicable  to  its  optional 
procedure  sales. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  July  21, 

1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20230  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  ami. 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-474] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Tariff  Change 

June  30, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Utah  Power),  on  June  20, 

1980,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
cancellation  of  a  service  agreement  with 
the  city  of  Monticello,  Utah,  dated 
March  20, 1969,  on  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (FERC) 
as  part  of  Utah  Power’s  FERC  Electric 
Tariff,  Volume  No.  1. 

The  city  of  Monticello  has  operated  its 
own  municipal  distribution  system  for  a 
number  of  years,  purchasing  its  energy 
at  wholesale  from  Utah  Power  under 
FERC  Rate  Schedule  RS-1.  In  1978  the 
city  gave  a  one-year  notice  to  Utah 
Power  that  it  intended  to  terminate  the 
purchase  agreement.  On  June  11, 1980 
Utah  Power  was  notified  that  Monticello 
would  terminate  service  on  or  about  July 
1, 1980.  Purchase  of  the  Monticello 
distribution  system,  as  well  as  Utah 
Power’s  Monticello  substation,  was 
authorized -by  the  Utah  Public  Service 
Commission  on  February  27, 1980  (Case 
No.  79-035-04). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 


1980  /  Notices 


825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  18, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  publicjnspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20231  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


Nuclear  R&D  Subpanel  of  the  Energy 
Research  Advisory  Board;  Open 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Nuclear  R&D  Subpanel  of  the 
Energy  Research  Advisory  Board 
(ERAB).  ERAB  is  a  Committee 
constituted  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770). 

Date  and  time:  July  22, 1980 — 10:00  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m. 

Place:  Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  Room  4A-104, 1000 
Independence'  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Contact:  Eutfora  M.  Taylor.  Staff 
Assistant,  Energy  Research  Advisory 
Board,  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building — MS  3F-032, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Telephone: 
202/252-8933. 

Purpose  of  the  parent  board:  To  advise 
the  Department  of  Energy  on  the 
overall  research  and  development 
conducted  in  DOE  and  to  provide 
long-range  guidance  in  these  areas  to 
the  Department. 

Tentative  agenda: 

Receive  public  comment  and  discuss 
eight  items  pertaining  to  the 
technology  base  assessment  of 
DOE’s  Nuclear  R&D 
— Converter  Reactor  Systems 
— Commercial  Nuclear  Waste 
— Advanced  Nuclear  Systems 
— Spent  Nuclear  Fuel 
— Breeder  Reactor  Systems 
— Advanced  Isotope  Separation 
Systems 

— Nuclear  Uranium  Assessment 
— Gas  Centrifuge. 

Public  participation:  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public.  Written  statements 
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may  be  filed  with  the  Subpanel  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of 
the  public  who  wish  to  make  oral 
statements  pertaining  to  agenda  items 
should  contact  the  Energy  Research 
Advisory  Board  at  the  address  or 
telephone  number  listed  above. 

Requests  must  be  received  at  least  5 
days  prior  to  the  meeting  and 
reasonable  provision  will  be  made  to 
include  the  presentation  on  the  agenda. 
The  Chairperson  of  the  Subpanel  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will  facilitate  the  orderly 
conduct  of  business. 

Transcripts:  Available  for  public 
review  and  copying  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Public  Reading  Room,  SB- 
180.  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.,  between  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  Holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  23, 
1980. 

Edward  A.  Frieman, 

Director  of  Energy  Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20109  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Office  of  Energy  Research 

Fossil  Energy  R&D  Subpanel  of  the 
Energy  Research  Advisory  Board; 
Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Fossil  Energy  R&D  Subpanel  of 
the  Energy  Research  Advisory  Board 
(ERAB).  ERAB  is  a  Committee 
constituted  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770). 

Date  and  time:  July  10, 1980 — 10:00  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m. 

Place:  L’Enfant  Plaza  Hotel,  Room: 
Monet  II,  480  L’Enfant  Plaza  E.,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Contact:  Eudora  M.  Taylor,  Staff 
Assistant,  Energy  Research  Advisory 
Board,  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building — MS  3F-032, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Telephone: 
202/252-8933. 

Purpose  of  the  parent  board:  To  advise 
the  Department  of  Energy  on  the 
overall  research  and  development 
conducted  in  DOE  and  to  provide 
long-range  guidance  in  these  areas  to 
the  Department. 

Tentative  agenda: 

— Presentation  on  DOE  documents  on 
technology  base  assessment 
— Open  discussion  of  general 
approach  to  final  report 
— Discussion  in  preparation  of  initial 


draft  input  to  final  R&D  Panel 
report. 

Public  participation:  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public.  Written  statements 
may  be  filed  with  the  Subpanel  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of 
the  public  who  wish  to  make  oral 
statements  pertaining  to  agenda  items 
should  contact  the  Energy  Research 
Advisory  Board  at  the  address  or 
telephone  number  listed  above. 

Requests  must  be  received  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will 
be  made  to  include  the  presentation  on 
the  agenda.  The  Chairperson  of  the 
Subpanel  is  empowered  to  conduct  the 
meeting  in  a  fashion  that  will  facilitate 
the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 

Transcripts:  Available  for  public 
review  and  copying  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Public  Reading  Room,  5B- 
180,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W. 

Washington,  D.C.,  between  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:00  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  Holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  24, 

1980. 

Edward  A.  Frieman, 

Director  of  Energy  Research. 

[FR  Doc-  80-20110  Piled  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  Week  of  June  2  Through  June 
6, 1980 

•During  the  week  of  June  2  through 
June  6, 1980,  the  proposed  decisions  and 
orders  summarized  below  were  issued 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  with  regard 
to  applications  for  exception. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  that 
apply  to  exception  proceedings  (10  CFR, 
Part  205,  Subpart  D),  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form  may  file  a  written  notice  of 
objection  within  ten  days  of  service.  For 
purposes  of  the  procedural  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  is  deemed  to  be  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice  or  the 
date  an  aggrieved  person  receives  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first. 

The  procedural  regulations  provide 
that  an  aggrieved  party  who  fails  to  file 
a  Notice  of  Objections  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  regulations  will 
be  deemed  to  consent  to  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form.  An  aggrieved  party  who  wishes  to 
contest  a  determination  made  in  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  must  also 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  objections 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order.  In  the 


statement  of  objections,  the  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  that  it  intends  to  contest  in  any 
further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
proposed  decisions  and  orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  except  federal 
holidays. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  30. 1980. 

Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders 

BYS,  Inc.,  Dallas,  Texas,  BXE-0617  crude  oil 

BYS,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for  Exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  S  212.73.  The 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
sell  the  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Humble- 
Dowdy  Fee  Lease  located  in  Duval  County, 
Texas  at  market  prices.  On  June  5, 1980,  the 
DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that 
exception  relief  should  be  granted. 

Hawaii  Automotive  and  Retail  Gasoline 
Dealers  Assocation,  Honolulu,  Hawaii, 
DEE-8070  motor  gasoline 

The  Hawaii  Automotive  and  Retail 
Gasoline  Dealer  Assocation  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  §  212.93.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  gasoline  stations  in 
Hawaii  to  raise  their  profit  margins  15 
percent  above  the  maximum  legal  level 
specified  in  the  motor  gasoline  price 
regulations.  On  June  5, 1980,  the  Department 
of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that 
the  exception  request  should  be  denied. 

S&W  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Wink  Texas,  BEE- 
1019  crude  oil 

S&W  Enterprises,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  the 
crude  oil  which  it  produces  from  a  salt  water 
disposal  facility  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 
On  June  5, 1980,  the  DOE  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms'  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
granted. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
J&B  Automotive,  BXE-0828;  and  Patchogue, 

NY 
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Ron's  Skelly  Service,  DEE-7641;  Red  Oak,  IA 
Schneider's  Automotive  Repair,  DEE-4906; 
Simi  Valley,  CA 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 
The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms'  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
denied. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Busier  Enterprises,  Inc.,  BXE-0907; 

Evansville,  IN 

Columbia  Amoco,  DEE-6129;  Ellicott  City. 

MD 

Harry  Murray  Chevron,  BEE-1132;  Folkstoo, 
GA 

Omer’s  Shell  Service,  DEE-5892;  Sacramento, 
CA 

Truckstops  Corp.  of  America,  DEE-6966; 
Houston,  TX 

Webb’s  Garage  &  Mobil  DEE-6790;  Austin 
TX 

(PR  Dor,  80-20190  Piled  7-S-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Objection  to  Proposed  Remedial 
Orders  Week  of  June  9  Through  June 
13, 1980 

During  the  week  of  June  9  through 
June  13, 1980,  the  notices  of  objection  to 
proposed  remedial  orders  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  filed  with 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of 
the  Department  of  Energy. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  participate 
in  the  proceeding  which  the  Department 
of  Energy  will  conduct  concerning  the 
proposed  remedial  orders  described  in 
the  Appendix  to  the  Notice  must  file  a 
request  to  participate  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  205.194  on  or  before  July  28, 1980. 
The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  will 
then  determine  those  persons  who  may 
participate  on  an  active  basis  in  this 
proceeding  and  will  prepare  an  official 
service  list  which  it  will  mail  to  all 
persons  who  filed  requests  to 
participate.  Persons  may  also  be  placed 
on  the  official  service  list  as  non¬ 
participants  for  good  cause  shown. 

All  requests  to  participate  in  these 
proceedings  should  be  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Department  of  Energy,  Washington.  D.C. 
20461. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  30,  I960. 

Proposed  Remedial  Order 
Britton  Chevron,  San  Rafael,  California, 
BRO-1236  motor  gasoline 

On  ]une  9, 1980,  Britton  Chevron  1722  4th 
Street,  San  Rafael,  California  94901  filed  a 


Notice  of  Objection  to  a  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  which  the  DOE  Western  District  Office 
of  Enforcement  issued  to  the  firm  on  May  28, 
1980.  In  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the 
Western  District  found  that  during  the  period 
August  1, 1979  to  November  13, 1979,  the  firm 
committed  pricing  violations  relating  to  the 
sale  of  motor  gasoline  in  the  State  of 
California.  According  to  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order,  the  Britton  Chevron 
violations  resulted  in  $5,361.41  of 
overcharges. 

Haseie  Hunt  Exploration  Co.,  Dallas,  Texas, 
BRO-1240  crude  oil 

On  June  10, 1980,  Hassie  Hunt  Exploration 
Ce.,  2500  First  National  Bank  Building,  Dallas. 
Texas,  75202,  filed  a  Notice  of  Objection  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  the  DOE 
Southwestern  District  Office  of  Enforcement 
issued  to  the  firm  on  May  23, 1980.  In  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Southwestern 
District  found  that  during  the  period 
September  1, 1973  to  December  31, 1975,  the 
firm  committed  pricing  violations  in  the  first 
sale  of  domestic  crude  oil.  According  to  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Hassie  Hunt 
Exploration  Co.  violations  resulted  in 
$90,364.08  in  overcharges. 

Marina  Chevron  Service,  San  Francisco, 
California,  BRO-1237  motor  gasoline 

On  June  9, 1980,  Marina  Chevron  Service, 
2301  Lombard  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  94123  filed  a  Notice  of  Objection  to 
a  Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  the  DOE 
Western  District  Office  of  Enforcement 
issued  to  the  firm  on  May  28, 1980.  In  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Western 
District  found  that  during  the  period  August 
1, 1979  to  January  11, 1980,  the  firm 
committed  pricing  violations  relating  to  the 
sale  of  motor  gasoline  in  the  State  of 
California.  According  to  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order,  the  Marina  Chevron  Service 
violations  resulted  in  $4,484.87  of 
overcharges. 

Ralph  Mitchell’s  Hilltop,  Richmond, 

California,  BRO-1238  motor  gasoline 

On  June  9, 1980,  Ralph  Mitchell’s  Hilltop, 
4251  Hilltop  Drive,  Richmond,  California 
94803  filed  a  Notice  of  Objection  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  the  DOE 
Western  District  Office  of  Enforcement 
issued  to  the  firm  on  May  28, 1980.  In  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  Western 
District  found  that  during  the  period  August 
1, 1979  to  January  11, 1980,  the  firm 
committed  pricing  violations  relating  to  the 
sale  of  motor  gasoline  in  the  State  of 
California.  According  to  the  Proposed 
Remedial  Order,  the  Ralph  Mitchell’s  Hilltop 
violations  resulted  in  $6,976.99  of 
overcharges. 

Smith ’8  Chevron,  Tehachapi,  California, 
BRO-1239  motor  gasoline 

On  June  9, 1980,  Smith’s  Chevron  401 N. 
Mill  Street,  Tehachapi,  California  93961  filed 
a  Notice  of  Objection  to  a  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  which  the  DOE  Western  District  Office 
of  Enforcement  issued  to  the  firm  on  May  14, 
1980.  In  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the 
Western  District  found  that  during  the  period 
August  1, 1979  to  April  22, 1980,  the  firm 
committed  pricing  violations  relating  to  the 
sale  of  motor  gasoline  in  the  State  of 


California.  According  to  the  proposed 
Remedial  Order,  the  Smith's  Chevron 
violations  resulted  in  $2,547.94  of 
overcharges; 

(FR  Doc.  80-20186  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  1532-7] 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  US  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 
purpose:  This  Notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  (EISs) 
which  have  been  officially  filed  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal  Agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  quality’s 
Regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9). 
period  covered:  This  Notice  includes 
EIS’s  filed  during  the  week  of  June  23, 
1980  to  June  27, 1980. 
review  periods:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this  notice 
is  calculated  from  July  6, 1980  and  will 
end  on  August  18, 1980.  The  30-day 
review  period  for  final  EIS’s  as 
calculated  from  July  6, 1980  will  end  on 
August  4, 1980. 

eis  availability:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  Notice  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  This  Notice  will  give  a 
contact  person  for  each  Federal  agency 
which  has  filed  an  EIS  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  Notice.  If  a  Federal 
agency  does  not  have  the  EIS  available 
upon  request  you  may  contact  the  Office 
of  Environmental  Review,  EPA,  for 
further  information. 

BACK  COPIES  OF  EIS’S:  Copies  of  EIS’s 
previously  filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which 
are  no  longer  available  from  the 
originating  agency  are  available  with 
charge  from  the  following  sources: 

For  public  availability  and/or  hard  copy 
reproduction  of  EISs’  filed  prior  to 
March  1980:  Environmental  Law 
Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20036. 

For  hard  copy  reproduction  or 
microfiche:  Information  Resources 
Press,  1700  North  Moore  Street, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22209,  (703)  558- 
8270. 

For  further  information  contact:  Kathi  L. 
Wilson,  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  DC  20460,  (202)  245-3006. 


a 
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SUMMARY  OF  NOTICE:  On  July  30, 1979, 
the  CEQ  Regulations  became  effective. 
Pursuant  to  Section  1506.10(a),  the  30- 
day  review  period  for  final  EIS’s 
received  during  a  given  week  will  now 
be  calculated  from  Friday  of  the 
following  week.  Therefore,  for  all  final 
EIS’s  received  during  the  week  of  June 

23. 1980  to  June  27, 1980  the  30-day 
review  period  will  be  calculated  from 
July  6, 1980.  The  review  period  will  end 
on  August  4, 1980. 

Appendix  I  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
filed  with  EPA  during  the  week  of  June 

23. 1980  to  June  27, 1980.  The  Federal 
agency  filing  the  EIS,  the  name,  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  the  Federal 
agency  contact  for  copies  of  the  EIS,  the 
filing  status  of  the  EIS,  the  actual  date 
the  EIS  was  filed  with  EPA,  the  title  of 
the  EIS,  the  State(s)  and  County(ies)  of 
the  proposed  action  and  a  brief 
summary  of  the  proposed  Federal  action 
and  the  Federal  agency  EIS  number,  if 
available,  is  listed  in  this  Notice. 
Commenting  entities  on  draft  EIS’s  are 
listed  for  final  EIS’s. 

Appendix  II  sets  forth  the  EIS’s  which 
agencies  have  granted  an  extended 
review  period  or  EPA  has  approved  a 
waiver  from  the  prescribed  review 
period.  The  Appendix  II  includes  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  EIS, 
the  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  Federal  agency  contact, 
the  title,  State(s)  and  County(ies)  of  the 
EIS,  the  date  EPA  announced 
availability  of  the  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  newly  established  date 
for  comments. 

Appendix  III  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
which  have  been  withdrawn  by  a 
Federal  agency. 

Appendix  IV  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS 
retractions  concerning  previous  Notices 
of  Availability  with  have  been  made 
because  of  procedural  noncompliance 
with  NEPA  or  the  CEQ  regulations  by 
the  originating  Federal  agency... 

Appendix  V  sets  forth  a  list  of  reports 
or  additional  supplemental  information 
relating  to  previously  filed  EIS’s  which 
have  been  made  available  to  EPA  by 
Federal  agencies. 

Appendix  VI  sets  forth  official 
corrections  which  have  been  called  to 
EPA’s  attention. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr. 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (A- 
104) 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

Appendix  I 

EIS's  Filed  With  EPA  During  the  Week 
of:  June  23, 1980  Through  June  27, 1980 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact:  Mr.  Barry  Flamm,  Director,  Office 
of  Environmental  Quality,  Office  of  the 


Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  412-A  Admin.  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-3965. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Draft 

Lost-Duck  Creek  Watershed,  Kay  County, 
Okla.,  June  27:  Proposed  is  a  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  Plan  for  the 
Lost-Duck  Creek  Watershed  in  Kay  County, 
Oklahoma.  The  plan  includes  the  installation 
of  conservation  land  treatment,  12  floodwater 
retarding  structures,  and  approximately  12.75 
miles  of  channel  work.  In  addition  to  the 
selected  plan  the  alternatives  consider  (1) 
land  treatment  only,  and  (2)  land  treatment 
and  a  system  of  floowater  retarding  structure. 
(EIS  Order  No.  800486.) 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Final  supplement 

Wheatland  Generating  Station/Grayrocks 
Dam  (FS-1),  Platte  County,  Wyo.,  June  23: 
Proposed  is  the  construction  and  operation  of 
the  Wheatland  Generating  Station  Units  1,  2 
and  3  and  associated  transmission  facilities 
near  Wheatland,  Platte  County,  Wyoming.  In 
conjunction  with  the  power  plant,  a  104,100 
acre-foot  water  storage  reservoir  will  be 
impounded  by  Grayrocks  Dam  on  the 
Laramie  River,  and  extensive  transmission 
facilities  will  be  constructed  to  integrate  the 
power  into  existing  transmission  grids. 
(USDA-REA-76-2-FS)  COMMENTS  MADE 
BY:  EPA,  USDA,  DOI,  State  and  local 
agencies  (EIS  ORDER  No.  800478.) 

U.S.  ARMY  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  Makinen,  Office  of 
Environmental  Policy,  Attn:  DAEN-CWR-P, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  20  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20314,  (202)  272- 
0121. 

Draft 

West  Beach  Resort  Development,  Honolulu 
County,  Ha.,  June  23:  Proposed  is  the 
issuance  of  a  permit  for  the  development  of 
the  West  Beach  resort  in  Honolulu  County, 
Oahu  Island,  Hawaii.  The  resort  may  include 
a  maximum  of  1680  residential  units,  7520 
hotel/condominium  units,  a  35-acre  Marina 
with  a  capacity  of  700  berths,  a  series  of 
beach  lagoons  fronting  the  resort  hotels,  a 
tourist  recreational-commercial  center,  an 
elementary  school,  a  park,  a  shopping  center 
and  other  support  and  recreational  facilities. 
The  alternatives  considered  include:  (1) 
reducing  the  size  and  scope  of  the 
development,  (2)  no  action  and  (3)  denial  of 
permits.  (EWA  district)  (EIS  ORDER  No. 
800480.) 

Final 

Rota  Harbor  Navigation  Improvements, 

U.S.  Trust  Territory,  June  24:  Proposed  are 
navigation  improvements  for  the  west  harbor 
on  the  island  of  Rota  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands.  Three  alternative  plans  were 
developed.  Plan  1  consists  of  am  entrance 
channel  800  feet  long,  300  feet  wide  and  20 
feet  deep.  Plan  2  Includes,  in  addition  to  the 
channel  in  plan  1,  an  extension  of  the  harbor 
basin  to  provide  a  protected  berthing  area. 
Plan  3  contains  all  the  elements  of  1  and  2 


with  the  addition  of  a  causeway  to  Anjota 
Island  500  feet  in  length  and  an  existing 
revetted  fill  area  seaward  of  the  harbor 
basin.  (Honolulu  district)  Comments  made 
by:  DOT.  DOC,  EPA,  USDA,  USN,  and  local 
agencies  and  businesses.  (EIS  ORDER  No. 
800481.) 

Final  supplement 

Chena  River  Lakes  flood  control,  Alaska, 
June  27:  Proposed  is  a  flood  control  plaoior 
the  Chena  River  Lakes  near  Fairbanks, 

Alaska.  This  statement  supplements  a  final 
EIS,  No.  721088,  filed  10-27-71.  Plan  1 
consists  of  a  levee  crossing  a  major  channel 
of  the  Tanana  River  protected  by  three  L- 
shaped  groins  requiring  a  pilot  channel.  Plan 
2  also  consists  of  a  levee,  protected  by  four  L- 
shaped  groins  requiring  the  pilot  channel. 
Plans  3  and  4  consisting  of  an  on-land  levee 
alignment  requiring  either  a  pumping  plant  or 
excavation  of  additional  interior  drainage 
channels.  (Alaska  district)  Comments  made 
by:  AHP,  DOC,  HUD,  DOI,  EPA,  DOT,  State 
and  local  agencies,  individuals  and 
businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  800485.) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Contact:  Dr.  Robert  Stem,  acting  director, 
NEPA  Affairs  Division,  Department  of 
Energy,  Mail  Station  4G-064,  Forrestal  Bldg., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-4600. 

Draft 

Natural  gas  curtailment  priorities. 
Regulatory  Programmatic,  June  27:  Proposed 
is  a  programmatic  review  and  regulatory 
analysis  concerning  the  federal  policy  on 
curtailment  of  natural  gas  deliveries  during 
periods  of  storage.  Under  the  regulatory 
analysis  the  alternatives  consider  three 
generic  classes  of  curtailment  which  are:  (1) 
rationing,  (2)  pricing,  and  (3)  beyond 
curtailment.  Each  of  these  classes  considers 
several  options  and  methods.  (DOE/EIS- 
0065.)  (EIS  order  No.  800484.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7274 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410,  (202)  755-6300. 

Draft 

Olympic  Park/Harvest  Housing 
Developments,  Yellowstone  County,  Mont., 
June  25:  Proposed  is  the  issuance  of  HUD 
Home  mortgage  insurance  for  the  Olympic 
Park  and  Harvest  planned  developments  in 
Billings,  Yellowstone  County,  Montana.  The 
developments  will  encompass  160  acres  each 
and  will  consist  of  735  single  and  multifamily 
units.  Other  features  of  the  developments  will 
include  office  and  commercial  uses,  parks 
and  open  space.  (HUD-R08-EIS-80-VII1D.) 
(EIS  Order  No.  800483.) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler,  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary,  Environmental  Affaire, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C, 
20230,  (202)  377-4335. 
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National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Draft 

Pink  Shrimp  Fishery,  FMP,  Pacific  Ocean, 
June  27:  Proposed  is  a  Fishery  management 
plan  for  the  Pacific  Pink  Shrimp  Fishery  off 
the  coast  of  Washington,  Oregon  and 
California.  The  plan  considers  various 
alternatives  for  the  following  management 
measures:  (1)  fishing  seasons,  (2)  mesh  size 
and  net  design  restrictions,  (3)  maximum 
count  per  pound  in  possession,  and  (4) 
emergency  in-season  closure  based  on  stock 
assessment.  (E1S  order  No.  600469.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20590  (202)  426-4357. 


Federal  Highway  Administration 
Draft 

San  Bernardino  Freeway  Busway 
Extension,  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif.,  June 
23:  Proposed  is  the  extension  of  the  San 
Bernardino  freeway  busway  from  Mission 
Road  to  Alameda  Street  in  the  city  and 
county  of  Los  Angeles.  The  typical  cross 
section  of  the  busway  extension  would  be  a 
54-foot  wide  elevated  structure  with  a 
median  barrier  separation.  The  alternatives 
consider  the  recommended  corridor,  a 
corridor  north  of  the  CA-101  freeway  and  no 
action.  (FHWA-CA-EIS-80-01-D.)  (EIS 
Order  No.  800479.) 

Draft 

North  Valley  River  Crossing,  Bernalillo 
County,  N.  Mex.,  May  7:  Proposed  is  the 


construction  of  an  additional  crossing  over 
the  Rio  Grande  River  in  Alburquerque, 
Bernalillo  County,  New  Mexico.  The 
preferred  crossing  would  be  a  parkway 
facility,  extending  from  coors  road  (NM^-448) 
to  1-25.  Seven  alternative  alignments  are 
considered  which  vary  in  length,  degree  of 
access  and  number  of  lanes.  The  alignments 
considered  are  the  Montano,  the  El  Pueblo, 
the  Corrals  North,  the  La  Cueva,  the  Roy,  two 
2-lane  bridges  and  no  action.  (FHWA-NM- 
E1S-80-01-D.)  (EIS  Order  No.  800482.) 

The  above  EIS  should  have  appeared 
in  the  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Friday,  May  16, 1980.  The 
comment  period  began  on  May  16, 1980 
and  will  end  on  July  14. 1980.  (See 
appendices  II  and  VI.) 


EIS’s  Filed  During  the  Week  of  June  23  Through  June  27, 1980 

[Statement  title  index— by  State  and  countyl 


...  Chens  River  Lakes  Flood  Control  (FS) . 

800485  June  27,  1980...  ,COE. 

.  Draft- . 

800469  June  27,  1980  ...  DOC 

.  Draft _ 

...  San  Bernardino  Freeway  Busway  Extension . 

800479  June  23, 1980...  DOT. 

....  West  Beach  Resort  Development . 

800480  June  23.  1980...  COE. 

. . .  Draft . . 

....  Olympic  Park/Harvest  Housing  Developments - 

800483  June  25,  1980...  HUD. 

.  Draft . 

....  North  Valley  River  Crossing . 

800482  May  7.  1980 —  DOT. 

Key  , . 

.  Draft— . 

—  Lost-Duck  Creek  Watershed . 

800486  June  27.  1980...  USDA. 

.  Final.  .._  . 

800481  June  27.  I960.  .  COE. 

.  Draft . 

800484  June  27. 1980-  DOE. 

.  Draft . 

800484  June  27. 1980...  DOE. 

Wyoming . 

.  Platte . 

— .  Supple - 

—  Wheatland  Generating  Stakon/Graysrock  Dam  (FS) 

800478  June  23.  1980...  USDA. 

APPENDIX  II.— Extension/Waiver  of  Review  Periods  on  EIS’s  Filed  With  EPA 

Date  notice 

of  availability 

Waiver 

Date  review 

Federal  agency  contact  .  Title  of  EIS  FHing  status/accession  No.  published  in 

Federal 

Register 

extension 

terminates 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 

Mr  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director,  Environmental  Protect  Review,  Room  Mountain  Valley/Sevier  River  Draft  800396... 
4256.  Interior  Bldg..  Department  of  the  Interior.  Washington.  D.C.  Grazing  Management,  Sevier. 
20240.(202)343-3891.  Piute,  and  Sanpete  Counties. 

Utah. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Mr.  Barry  Hamm,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Office  of  Loto  National  Forest  Plan.  Draft  800275... 

the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Room  4 12- A,  Missoula.  Mineral,  Sanders. 

Admin.  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-3965.  Granite,  Powell,  Lewis  and 

Clark.  Flathead,  Ravalli,  and 
Lake  Counties,  Montana. 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy 

Dr.  Robert  Stem,  Acting  Director,  NEPA  Affairs  Division,  Department  Natural  Gas  Curtailment  Priorities.  Draft  800484.. 
of  Energy,  Mail  Station  4G-064,  Forrestal  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20285,  (202)  252-4600. 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 

Mr.  Martin  Convisser.  Director.  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  North  Valley  River  Crossing .  Oralt  800482. 

Department  ot  Transportation,  400  7th  Street  SW„  Washington, 

D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-4357 


June  2. 1980 .  Extension .  July  21. 1980. 


Apr.  25..1980....  Extension .  Sept.  26. 1980. 


July  7, 1980 .  Extension - ...  Aug.  22, 1980. 


July  7. 1960 _  Extension .  July  14,  I960. 


Appendix  III.— EIS’s  Filed  With  EPA  Which  Have  Been  Officially  Withdrawn  by  the  Originating  Agency 


Federal  agency  contact 


Filing  status/accession  No 


Date  notice 

of  availability  Date  of 
published  in  withdrawal 
Federal 
Register 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Barry  Flamm,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Office  of  North  Siskiyou  Planning  Unit 
the  Secretary.  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture.  Room  412-A  Klamath  National  Forest 

Admin.  Building.  Washington.  D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-3965  Siskiyou  County.  California. 


Sept  7. 1979....  May  7, 1980. 
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Appendix  iV.— Notice  of  Official  Retraction 


Date  notice 

Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  EIS  Status/No.  published  in  Reason  for  retraction 

Federal 

Register 


None. 


Appendix  V.— Availability  of  Reports/Additional  Information  Relating  to  EIS’s  Previously  Filed  With  EPA 


Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  report  Date  made  available  to  EPA  Accession  No. 


None. 


Appendix  Ml— Official  Correction 


Date  notice 
of  availability 

Federal  agency  contact  Title  of  EIS  Filing  status/accession  No.  published  in  Correction 

Federal 

Register 


U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 

Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  North  Valley  River  Crossing 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street  SW„  Washington, 

D.C.  20590,  (202)  426-4357 


U.S.  Department  of  Commerce 

Dr.  Sidney  R.  Galler,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Environmental  Af-  Channel  Islands  Marine 
fairs,  Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  (202)  Sanctuary. 

377-4335. 


Draft  800482 .  July  7, 1980 . .  Should  have  appeared  with  the 

notice  published  May  16,  1980. 
The  comment  period  began  on 
May  16, 1980  and  will  end  on 
July  14, 1980. 


Final  800427 . . . .  June  6, 1980.  _  Please  see  below. 


Notice  of  availability  of  the  final  EIS  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  6, 1980.  The  following  paragraph  was  inadvertantly  omitted  from  the  notice: 

"Regulations  for  the  sanctuary  were  proposed  on  December  5,  1979,  contemporaneously  with  the  issuance  of  the  DEIS  (44  FR  69970).  A  revised  version  of  these  regulations  reflecting 
comments  on  the  DEIS  and  the  proposed  regulations  appears  in  this  FEIS  which,  in  large  part  analyses  the  impact  ot  the  proposed  regulatory  regime.  Since  any  comments  on  the  FEIS  probably 
will  constitute  comments  on  these  regulations,  the  comment  period  on  the  proposed  regulations,  which  closed  on  March  7.  1980  has  been  reopened  for  a  period  of  30  days  to  run  concurrent  with 
the  FEIS.  All  comments  on  the  proposed  regulations  will  be  responded  to  in  the  final  rulemaking  document. 


|FR  Doc.  80-20137  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


[OPTS-41003:  FRL  1524-6] 

Response  to  Interagency  Testing; 
Committee  Recommendations 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
•Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Section  4(e)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  (90  Stat. 
2003, 15  U.S.C.  2601  et  seq.)  established 
an  Interagency  Testing  Committee  (ITC) 
to  recommend  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  a  list  of  chemicals  to  be 
considered  for  testing.  The  ITC  may 
have  up  to  50  of  its  recommendations 
designated  at  any  one  time  for  priority 
consideration  by  EPA.  TSCA  requires 
EPA  to  respond  to  such  priority 


recommendations  within  one  year  of 
their  receipt  by  the  Agency,  either  by 
initiating  rulemaking  proceedings  under 
section  4(a)  or  by  publishing  in  the 
Federal  Register  EPA’s  reasons  for  not 
having  taken  such  action. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  October  30, 
1978  (43  FR  50630),  EPA  published 
receipt  of  the  ITC’s  Third  Report  to  EPA, 
in  which  the  ITC  designated  two 
categories  and  one  individual  chemical 
substance  for  consideration.  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  1, 1979  (44  FR 
31866),  EPA  published  receipt  of  the 
ITC’s  Fourth  Report  to  EPA,  in  which  the 
ITC  designated  one  category  and  eleven 
individual  chemicals  for  consideration. 
For  the  reasons  stated  herein,  EPA  is  not 
responding  to  these  ITC 
recommendations  today. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr„  Director,  Industry 
Assistance  Office  (TS-799),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  DC  20460  202/ 
544-1404. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

October  1978,  the  ITC  transmitted  its 
Third  Report  to  EPA,  adding  one 
chemical  and  two  categories  of 
chemicals  to  the  section  4(e)  list  and  in 
May  1979,  the  ITC  transmitted  its  Fourth 
Report,  adding  eleven  chemicals  and 
one  category  of  chemicals  to  the  section 
4(e)  list.  Each  was  designated  to  receive 
priority  consideration  (43  FR  50630, 44 
FR  31866).  These  recommendations  are 
summarized  below. 
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Recommended  Studies 


Carcino-  Muta-  Terato-  Chronic  Environ-  Epidemi- 
Substance  or  category  genicity  genicity  genicity  effects  mental  ology 


Third  .report: 

Chlorinated  benzenes,  tri-,tetra-,  and  penta-  X 

1 ,2-dichloropropane - .-s. . .: . .  X 

Glycidol  and  its  derivatives .  X 

Fourth  report: 

Acetonitrile........... . . '  ■>  X 

Aniline  and  chloro-,  bromo-.  and/or  nitro-  X 

anilines. 

Antimony . X 

Antimony  sulfide............™...... .  X 

Antimony  tnoxide . . X 

Cyclohexanone .  X 

Hexachlorocyclopentadiene  . .  X 

Isophorone . . . - .  X 

Mesityl  oxide .  X 

4.4-Methylenedianilme .  X 

Methyl  ethyl  ketone... . 


effects 


X  X  X  X  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

x  x  x .  x 

X  X  X .  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

X  X  X  X  X 

XXX  X . 

XXX . „ .  X 

xxx . . . .  x 

X  X  X  X  X 

_ _  X .  X 

X  X  X .  X 


As  of  this  date,  EPA’s  evaluation  has 
not  progressed  to  a  point  where  EPA  is 
prepared  to  initiate  rulemaking  or 
announce  a  tentative  or  final 
determination  not  to  require  testing. 
There  is  a  substantial  backlog  of  ITC- 
designated  chemicals  for  EPA  to 
evaluate,  and  this  has  substantially 
affected  EPA’s  ability  to  respond  to  the 
recommendations  in  the  Third  and  Forth 
Reports.  As  required  by  the  statute,  EPA 
intends  to  respond  to  the  ITC.  However, 
EPA  expects  that  the  nature  and  timing 
of  its  response  to  the  Third  and  Fourth 
Reports  will  be  substantially  affected  by 
developments  in  litigation  concerning 
EPA’s  compliance  with  section  4(e)  and 
EPA’s  re-evaluation  of  the  Section  4 
implementation  process. 

In  May  1979,  the  Natural  Resouces 
Defense  Council  (NRDC)  filed  a  lawsuit 
alleging  that  EPA’s  12-month  responses 
to  the  first  two  ITC  reports  were  legally 
inadequate.  NRDC  v.  Costle  79  Civ.  2411 
(S.D.N.Y.).  The  Court  agreed  with  NRDC 
and  issued  an  order  on  February  5, 1980. 
requiring  EPA  to  submit  a  compliance 
plan  to  the  Court.  EPA  did  so  on  March 
6. 1980. 

EPA  proposed  dates  for  initiating 
rulemaking  (through  advance  notices  of 
proposed  rulemakings  or  proposed 
rules),  or  announcing  tentative  or  final 
decisions  not  to  test,  for  the  chemicals 
designated  in  the  first  three  ITC  reports. 
With  respect  to  the  Third  Report 
chemicals  and  the  Fourth  Report 
chemicals,  EPA  announced  its  intent  to 
initiate  rulemaking  (with  the  publication 
of  an  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  unless  otherwise  noted)  or 
announce  its  plans  not  to  require  testing 
by  the  following  dates: 


Third  Report 

Chemicals 

Dates 

Health  Environmental 

Higher  Chlorobenzenes . 

6/80 

9/81 

Dichloropropane . 

(Proposed  Rule) 
1/62 

1/82 

1/82 

N.R. 

Fourth  Report  Chemicals 

6/81 

N.R. 

Aniline  Group . 

6/81 

7/82 

6/81 

7/82 

Antimony  Trioiride . 

6/81 

7/82 

Antimony  Sulfide . 

6/81 

7/82 

6/81 

7/82 

Hexachlorocyclopentadiene . 

9/81 

2/83 

9/81 

N.R. 

9/81 

N.R. 

9/81 

2/83 

9/81 

N.R 

Methyl  Isobutyl  Ketone . 

9/81 

N.R. 

N.R.  means  not  recommended  by  the  ITC 
for  environmental  effects  testing. 


Since  the  submission  of  the 
compliance  plan  to  the  court,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesticides 
and  Toxic  Substances  has  initiated  a  re¬ 
examination  of  the  process  by  which 
EPA  assesses  ITC  recommendations  and 
issues  test  rules.  EPA  is  seeking  to  find 
ways  to  issue  test  rules  more  rapidly 
and  efficiently  and  will  submit  a  new 
comnpliance  plan  to  the  court  on 
September  15, 1980,  reflecting  the 
changes  to  be  made  as  a  result  of  this 
re-examination.  EPA  will  publish  the 
schedule  in  thetFederal  Register. 

Dated:  June  27. 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20126  Filed  7-3-8CT:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Television  Translator  Applications 
Ready  and  Available  for  Processing 

Released:  June  27. 1980. 

By  the  Chief.  Broadcast  Facilities  Division. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  73.3572(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  that  on  August  12, 1980,  the 
television  translator  applications  listed 
in  the  attached  Appendix  will  be 
considered  ready  and  available  for 
processing.  Pursuant  to  §§  1.227(b)(1) 
and  73.3591(b)  of  the  Rules,  an 
application,  in  order  to  be  considered 
with  any  application  appearing  on  the 
attached  list  or  with  any  other 
application  on  file  by  the  close  of 
business  on  August  11, 1980,  which 
involves  a  conflict  necessitating  a 
hearing  with  any  application  on  this  list, 
must  be  substantially  complete  and 
submitted  for  filing  at  the  offices  of  the 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by  the 
close  of  business  of  August  11, 1980. 

Any  party  in  interest  desiring  the  file 
pleadings  concerning  any  pending 
television  translator  application, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(d)(1)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  is  directed  to  §  73.3584(a)  of 
the  Rules,  which  specifies  the  time  for 
filing  and  other  requirements  relating  to 
such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

UHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTT-791231Ik  (new).  Malott  &  Vicinity, 
Washington,  Television  Reception  District 
No.  1  Of  Okanogan  County  Washington, 
Req:  Channel  67,  788-794  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KSPS-TV,  Spokane,  Washington. 
BPTT-791231IL  (new),  Tonasket  &  Vicinity, 
Washington,  Television  Reception  District 
No.  1  Of  Okanogan  County  Washington, 
Req:  Channel  67,  788-794  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KSPS-TV,  Spokane,  Washington. 
BPTT-800109IO  (new).  P/O  Crant  Junction, 
Palisade,  Fruita,  Mack.  Loma,  Colorado; 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  69, 
800-806  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KOA- 
TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTT-800114IK  (new),  Miami,  Texas,  Miami 
Translator  System,  Inc.  Req:  Channel  55, 
717-25  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KETA-TV, 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

BPTT-800313ID  (new).  Ashford  Elbe  Mineral, 
Washington,  Pierce  County  Television 
Reception  Improvement  District,  No.  1.  Req: 
Channel  50.  686-692  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KSTW-TV,  Tacoma,  Washington. 
BPTT-800313IF  (new).  Ashford  Elbe  Mineral, 
Washington,  Pierce  County  Television 
Reception  Improvement  District  No.  1.  Req: 
Channel  56,  722-728  MHz.  20  watts. 
Primary:  KIRO-TV,  Seattle,  Washington. 
BPTT-800313IH  (new),  Ashford  Elbe  Mineral. 
Washington,  Pierce  County  Television 
Reception  Improvement  District  No.  1.  Req: 
Channel  67,  788-794  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KTPS-TV,  Seattle,  Washington. 
BPTT-800317IC  (new),  Prescott  Chino  Valley. 
Arizona,  Arizona  Board  of  Regents  For 
Arizona  State  University.  Req:  Channel  55, 
716-722  MHz.  100  watts.  Primary:  KAET- 
TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 
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BPTT-800331IF  (new),  Troy,  Montana,  Troy 
TV  District.  Req:  Channel  64,  770-778  MHz, 
10  watts.  Primary:  KSPS-TV,  Spokane, 
Washington. 

UHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTT-800102IC  (new),  East  Wenatchee,  Lake 
Wenatchee,  Wenatchee  Area,  Washington, 
Apple  Valley  Educational  TV  Association. 
Req:  Channel  18, 494-500  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KWSU-TV,  Pullman,  Washington. 
BPTT-800102ID  (new),  East  Wenatchee, 
Washington,  Apple  Valley  Educational  TV 
Association.  Req:  Channel  27,  548-554 
MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KWSU-TV, 
Pullman,  Washington. 

BPTT-800102IE  (new),  Rural  Area  in  Vicinity 
of  Orondo,  Washington,  Apple  Valley  TV 
Association.  Req:  Channel  39,  620-626 
MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KWSU-TV, 
Pullman,  Washington. 

BPTT-800102IF  (new),  Portion  of  Wenatchee 
&  Suburbs,  Washington,  Apple  Valley 
Educational  TV  Association.  Req:  Channel 
43,  644-650  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary: 
KWSU-TV,  Pullman,  Washington. 
BPTT-800102IG  (new),  Rural  Area  in  Vicinity 
of  Cashmere,  Washington,  Apple  Valley 
Educational  TV  Association.  Req:  Channel 
49,  680-686  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary: 
KWSU-TV,  Pullman,  Washington. 
BPTT-800108IA  (new),  Muncie,  Indiana,  Full 
Gospel  Business  Men’s  Fellowship, 
International  Muncie,  Indiana  Chapter. 

Req:  Channel  32,  578-584  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  WJAN-TV,  Canton,  Ohio. 
BPTT-800107IN  (new),  Orangeville,  Utah, 
Emery  County,  Req:  Channel  62,  758-764 
MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KBYU-TV,  Provo, 
Utah. 

BPTT-800109IJ  (new),  Grand  Junction, 
Redlands,  Collbran,  Debeque,  Skyway, 
Colorado,  Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req: 
Channel  39,  620-626  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KWGN-TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 
BPTT-800109IK  (new),  Grand  Junction, 
Redlands,  Collbran,  Debeque,  Skyway, 
Colorado,  Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req: 
Channel  41,  632-638  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KRMA-TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 
BPTT-800109IL  (new),  Grand  Junction, 
Redlands,  Collbran,  Debeque,  Skyway, 
Colorado,  Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req: 
Channel  43,  644-650  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KOA-TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 
BPTT-800109IM  (new),  P/O  Grand  Junction, 
Palisade,  Fruita,  Mack,  Loma,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  65, 
776-782  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KWGN- 
TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTT-800109IN  (new),  P/O  Grand  Junction, 
Palisade,  Fruita,  Mack,  Loma,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  67, 
788-794  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KRMA- 
TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTT-800107IO  (new),  Bakersfield, 

California,  International  Panorama  TV,  Inc. 
Req:  Channel  55,  716-722  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KTBN-TV,  Fontana,  California. 
BPTT-800109IP  (new),  Salem,  Oregon,  Full 
Gospel  Business  Men’s  Fellowship, 
International  Salem,  Oregon  Chapter.  Req: 
Channel  61,  752-758  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  WJAN-TV,  Canton,  Ohio. 
BPTT-800111IE  (new),  Lund  &  Preston, 
Nevada,  White  Pine  Television  District  No. 


1.  Req:  Channel  49,  680-686  MHz,  100 
watts.  Primary:  KLVX-TV,  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada. 

BPTT-800111IF  (new),  Hoxie  &  Rural  Area, 
Kansas,  Sheridan  County  Kansas.  Req: 
Channel  69,  800-806  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KSMH-TV,  Hays,  Kansas. 

BPTT-800114IL  (new),  Prescott,  Washington, 
Prescott  School  District  No.  402-37.  Req: 
Channel  66,  782-788  MHz,  10  watts. 

Primary:  KSPS-TV,  Spokane,  Washington. 

BPTT-800121IF  (new),  Duckwater,  Current 
Railroad  Valley,  Nevada,  Railroad  Valley 
General  Improvement  District.  Req: 

Channel  55,  716-122  MHz,  20  watts. 

Primary:  KTVN-TV,  Reno,  Nevada. 

UHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTT-800121IG  (new),  Duckwater,  Currant, 
Railroad  Valley,  Nevada,  Railroad  Valley 
General  Improvement  District.  Req: 

Channel  66,  782-788  MHz,  20  watts. 

Primary:  KTVX-TV,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

BPTT-800123IF  (new),  Vancouver, 
Washington/Portland,  Oregon,  Full  Gospel 
Business  Men’s  Fellowship,  International, 
Portland  Vancouver.  Req:  Channel  61,  752- 
758  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  WJAN-TV, 
Canton,  Ohio. 

BPTT-800125IC  (new),  Hagerman,  Idaho,  The 
Klix  Corporation.  Req:  Channel  57,  728-734 
MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KMVT-TV,  Twin 
Falls,  Idaho. 

BPTT-800204IL  (new),  Dayton,  Ohio,  Buford 
Television  Of  Ohio.  Inc.  Req:  Channel  66, 
782-788  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  WBTI- 
TV,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

BPTT-800304IN  (new),  Parowan,  Summit, 
Enoch,  Utah,  Iron  County.  Req:  Channel  42, 
638-644  MHz,  100  watts.  Primary:  KSTU- 
TV,  Salt  Lake,  Utah. 

BPTT-800506IC  (new).  Bums,  Oregon, 
Countywide  Television  Translator  District 
Req:  Channel  69,  800-806  MHz,  100  watts. 
Primary:  KTVZ-TV,  Bend,  Oregon. 

BPTT-800509IF  (new).  Sycamore  Mobile 
Home  Park  &  Bagdad,  Arizona,  Cyprus 
Bagdad  Copper  Company.  Req:  Channel  51, 
692-698  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KTVK-TV, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-800509IG  (new),  Sycamore  Mobile 
Home  Park  &  Bagdad,  Arizona,  Cyprus 
Bagdad  Copper  Company.  Req:  Channel  53, 
704-710  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KPHO-TV, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-800509IH  (new),  Sycamore  Mobile 
Home  Park,  Bagdad  Copper  Company, 
Cyprus  Bagdad  Copper  Company.  Req: 
Channel  55,  716-722  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
KAET-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-800509II  (new),  Sycamore  Mobile 
Home  Park  &  Bagdad,  Arizona,  Cyprus 
Bagdad,  Arizona.  Req:  Channel  57,  728-734 
MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KOOL-TV,  Phoenix, 
Arizona. 

BPTT-800509IJ  (new),  Sycamore  Mobile 
Home  Park  &  Bagdad,  Arizona,  Cyprus 
Bagdad  Copper  Company.  Req:  Channel  59, 
740-746  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KPNX-TV, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-800516IB  (new),  Gallina,  New  Mexico, 
Gallina-Capulin  TV  Association.  Req: 
Channel  63,  764-770  MHz,  20  watts. 
Primary:  KNME-TV,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico. 

BPTT-800516IC  (new),  Gallina,  New  Mexico, 
Gallina-Capulin  TV  Association.  Req: 


Channel  65,  776-782  MHz,  20  watts. 

Primary:  KOAT-TV,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico. 

BPTT-790910IN  (new),  Athens,  Catskill  & 
Hudson,  New  York,  Viacon  Broadcasting, 
Inc.  Req:  Channel  60,  746-752  MHz,  100 
watts.  Primary:  WAST-TV,  Albany,  New 
York. 

BPTTV-791219IB  (new),  Roan  Creek, 

Colorado,  Garfield  County.  Req:  Channel  2, 
54-60  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KWGN-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-791226IE  (new).  Roan  Creek, 

Colorado,  Garfield  County.  Req:  Channel  4, 
66-72  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KRMA-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-791228IB  (new),  New  Castle,  Peach 
Valley  &  Canyon  Creek,  Colorado,  Garfield 
County.  Req:  Channel  5,  76-82  MHz,  10 
watts.  Primary:  KWGN-TV,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

VHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTTV-800107IH  (new).  Rural  Jackson 
County  Southwest,  Colorado,  Jackson 
County.  Req:  Channel  11, 198-204  MHz,  1 
watt.  Primary:  KBTV-TV,  Denver, 

Colorado. 

BPTTV-800107II  (new).  Rural  Jackson  County 
Southwest,  Colorado,  Jackson  County.  Req: 
Channel  3,  60-66  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
KMGH-TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800107IJ  (new),  Walden,  Colorado, 
Jackson  County.  Req:  Channel  8, 180-186 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary.  KOA-TV,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

BPTTV-800107IK  (new),  Walden,  Colorado, 
Jackson  County.  Req:  Channel  10, 192-198 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KMGH-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800107IL  (new),  Walden,  Colorado, 
Jackson  County.  Req:  Channel  12,  204-210 
MHz  10  watts.  Primary:  KBTV-TV,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

BPTTV-800109IC  (new).  Gateway,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  4, 
66-72  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KWGN-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800109ID  (new),  Collbran,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  6, 
82-68  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KWGN-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800109IE  (new).  Gateway,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  6, 
82-88  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KRMA-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800109IF  (new),  Gateway,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  7, 
174-180  MHz,  5  watts.  Primary:  KWGN- 
TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800104IA  (new),  East  Price,  Utah, 
Carbon  County.  Req:  Channel  5,  76-82 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KSL-TV,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

BPTTV-800111ID  (new).  Roan  Creek, 
Colorado,  Garfield  County.  Req:  Channel 
13,  210-216  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KJCT- 
TV,  Grand  Junction,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800121IC  (new),  Duckwater,  Currant 
&  Railroad  Nevada,  Railroad  Valley 
General  Improvement  District.  Req: 
Channel  6,  82-68  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary: 
KTVN-TV,  Reno,  Nevada. 

BPTTV-800121IE  (new),  Duckwater,  Currant 
Railroad  Valley,  Nevada,  Railroad  Valley 
General  Improvement  District.  Req: 
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Channel  12.  204-210  MHz.  10  watts. 

Primary:  KVBC-TV,  Las  Vegas.  Nevada. 
BPTTV-8002041O  (new).  Arock,  Oregon. 

Arock  Community  TV.  Req:  Channel  9. 
186-192  MHz.  1  watt.  Primary:  K1VI-TV, 
Nampa.  Idaho. 

BPTTV-8002041P  (new),  Arock,  Oregon. 

Arock  Community  TV.  Req:  Channel  13. 
210-216  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KBCI-TV, 
Boise,  Idaho. 

BPTTV-800206IA  (new),  Cantwell  Alaska. 
State  Of  Alaska.  Req:  Channel  2,  54-60 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KTVA-TV, 

Channel  11,  KENI-TV.  Channel  2,  KIMO- 
TV.  Channel  13.  KAKM-TV,  Channel  7. 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  KTOO-TV,  Channel  3. 
Juneau,  Alaska,  KYUK-TV.  Channel  4. 
Bethel  Alaska,  KUAC-TV,  Channel  9. 
Fairbanks,  Alaska. 

BPTTV-600206IB  (new).  Hoonah,  Alaska. 

State  Of  Alaska.  Req:  Channel  4,  66-72 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KTVA-TV, 

Channel  11,  KENI-TV,  Channel  2,  KIMO- 
TV,  Channel  3.  KAKM-TV,  Channel  7, 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  KTOO-TV,  Channel  3. 
Juneau,  Alaska,  KYUK-TV,  Channel  4, 
Bethel  KUAC-TV,  Channel  9,  Fairbanks. 
Alaska. 

BPTTV-600206IC  (new),  Takotna,  Alaska. 
State  of  Alaska.  Req:  Channel  9, 186-192 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KTVA-TV, 

Channel  11,  KENI-TV,  Channel  2,  KIMD- 
TV,  Channel  13,  KAKM-TV,  Channel  7, 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  KTOO-TV,  Channel  3, 
Juneau,  KYUK-TV,  Channel  4,  Bethel, 
KUAC-TV,  Channel  9,  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 
BPTTV-800206ID  (new),  Nikolai,  Alaska, 

State  of  Alaska.  Req:  Channel  9, 186-192 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KTVA-TV, 

Channel  11,  KENI-TV,  Channel  13,  KIMO- 
TV,  Channel  13,  KAKM-TV,  Channel  7, 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  KTOO-TV,  Channel  3, 
Juneau,  KYUK-TV,  Channel  4,  Bethel, 
KUAC-TV,  Channel  9,  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 
BPTTV-800306IA  (new),  Keller,  Washington, 
Colville  Confederated  Tribes.  Req:  Channel 
9, 186-192  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KREM- 
TV.  Spokane,  Washington. 

BPTTV-8003111B  (new),  Sumter,  South 
Carolina,  Capital  Communications,  Inc. 

Req:  Channel  8, 180-186  MHz,  1  watt. 
Primary:  WLTX-TV,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina. 

BPTTV-800311IC  (new),  Orangeburg.  South 
Carolina,  Capital  Communications,  Inc. 

Req:  Channel  8, 180-186  MHz,  1  watt. 
Primary:  WLTX-TV,  Columbia.  South 
Carolina. 

BPTTV-800312IB  (new),  Newberry,  South 
Carolina,  Capital  Communications.  Inc. 

Req:  Channel  8, 180-186  MHz,  1  watt 
Primary:  WLTX-TV,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina. 

BPTTV-800506IB  (new),  Riley,  Oregon, 
Countywide  Television  Translator  District. 
Req:  Channel  5,  76-82  MHz,  10  watts. 
Primary:  KTVZ-TV,  Bend,  Oregon. 
BPTTV-800107IM  (new).  Rural  Jackson 
County  South  West  Colorado,  Jackson 
County.  Req:  Channel  13,  210-216  MHz,  1 
watt.  Primary:  KOA-TV,  Denver,  Colorado. 
BPTTV-800109IH  (new),  Collbran,  Colorado, 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  11, 
198-204  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KRMA-TV. 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800109II  (new),  Collbran.  Colorado. 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  13. 


210-216  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KOA-TV. 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800123IE  (new).  Alamo,  Ash  Springs, 
Hiko,  Nevada,  Pahranagat  Valley 
Television  District  KSL,  West.  Req: 

Channel  4,  67-72  MHz,  5  watts.  Primary: 
KSL-TV,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 

BPTTV-800128IH  (new).  Murphy.  Wilderville. 
Oregon,  Oregon  Broadcasting  Company. 
Req:  Channel  9, 186-192  MHz,  5  watts. 
Primary:  KOBI-TV,  Medford,  Oregon. 

BPTTV-80Q204IM  (new).  Opheim,  Montana, 
Opheim  Community  Club.  Req:  Channel  13, 
210-216  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KUMV-TV, 
Williston.  North  Dakota. 

BPTTV-800306IB  (new),  Keller  ft  San  Poil 
Valley,  Washington,  Colville  Confederated 
Tribes.  Req:  Channel  11, 198-204  MHz,  1 
watt  Primary:  KXLY-TV,  Spokane, 
Washington. 

BPTTV-800306IC  (new),  Keller,  Washington, 
Colville  Confederated  Tribes.  Req:  Channel 
13,  210-216  MHz,  1  watt  Primary:  KHQ- 
TV,  Spokane,  Washington. 

BPTTV-800109IG  (new),  Gateway,  Colorado. 
Mesa  County,  Colorado.  Req:  Channel  11, 
196-204  MHz,  5  watts.  Primary:  KRMA-TV, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

BPTTV-800313IA  (new),  Ashford  Elbe 
Mineral  Washington,  Pierce  County 
Television  Reception  Improvement  District 
No.  1.  Req:  Channel  2.  54-60  MHz,  10  watts. 
Primary:  KIRO-TV,  Seattle,  Washington. 

BPTTV-800313IB  (new),  Ashford  Elbe 

-  Mineral  Washington,  Pierce  County 
Television  Reception  Improvement  District 
No.  1.  Req:  Channel  9. 186-192  MHz.  10 
watts.  Primary:  KING-TV,  Seattle. 
Washington. 

BPTTV-800313IC  (new),  Ashford  Elbe 
Mineral,  Washington,  Pierce  County 
Television  Reception  Improvement  District 
No.  1.  Req:  Channel  13,  210-216  MHz,  10 
watts.  Primary:  KOMO-TV,  Seattle, 
Washington. 

BPTTV-800509ID  (new),  Femdale  Swan  Lake, 
Montana,  Swan  Hill  TV,  Inc.  Req:  Channel 
5,  76-82  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KREM- 
TV,  Spokane.  Washington. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20145  Filed  7-3-80;  6:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


(Report  No.  1237] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Petition  for  Reconsideration  of 
Actions  in  Rulemaking  Proceedings 
Filed 

June  27. 1980. 


Docket  Rule  Subject  Date 

or  RM  Sec.  Rec'd. 

No. 


20828...  64.702...  Amendment  of  Section  64.702  of 
the  Commission's  Rules  and 
Regulations  (Second  Computer 
inquiry). 

Filed  by: 

Henry  Getter,  Assistant  Secretary  6-20-80 
tor  Communications  and  Infer* 

(nation  &  Gregg  P.  Skak,  Attor¬ 
ney  tor  National  Telecommuni¬ 
cations  and  Information  Admin¬ 
istration. 


Note.— Oppositions  to  petitions  for  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  on  or  before  July  22,  I960.  Replies  to  an  opposition 
must  be  Ned  within  10  days  after  time  for  filing  oppositions 
has  expired. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20144  Filed  7-3-80. 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8712-01-11 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  80-45;  Agreement  Nos.  10386, 
as  Amended,  10388, 10382,  as  Amended, 
and  10389] 

Cargo  Revenue  Pooling/Equal  Access 
Agreements  in  the  United  States/ 
Argentine  Trades;  Order  of 
Investigation  and  Hearing  and 
Conditional  “Pendente  Lite"  Approval 

The  following  agreements  have  been 
filed  with  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916: 

Agreement  No.  10382,  among  Empresa 
Lineas  Maritimas  Argentinas  S.A. 
(ELMA),  A.  Bottacchi  S.A.  de 
Navegacion  C.F.I.I.  (Bottacchi)  (the 
Argentine-flag  carriers),  Delta 
Steamship  Lines  (Delta)  (the  U.S.-flag 
carrier),  and  Companhia  de  Navegacao 
Lloyd  Brasileiro  (Lloyd),  Companhia 
Maritima  Nacional  (Nacional), 

Montemar  S.A.  Comercial  y  Maritima 
(Montemar),  Reefer  Express  Lines  Pty., 
Ltd.  (REL) 1  (the  nonnational-flag 
carriers),  is  a  cargo  revenue  pooling  and 
sailing  agreement  in  the  northbound 
trade  from  Argentine  ports  within  the  La 
Plata/Rosario  range,  to  United  States 
Gulf  of  Mexico  Ports,  from  Brownsville, 
Texas  to  Key  West,  Florida.  The 
Agreement  supersedes  Agreement  No. 
10346. 

Agreement  No.  10382-1,  among  ELMA, 
Bottacchi,  Delta,  Lloyd,  Montemar,  REL, 
and  Navimex  S.A.  de  C.V.  (Navimex), 
provides  for  the  entry  of  Navimex  as  a 
signatory  and  redefines  the  shares.  The 
amendment  provides  for  a  reservation  of 
a  4.3  percent  pool  share  to  be  allocated 
to  Transportacion  Maritima  Mexicana 
(TMM)  should  TMM  agree  to  accept  a 
4.3  percent  share. 

Agreement  No.  10386,  among  ELMA 
and  Bottacchi  (the  Argentine-flag 
carriers),  Moore  McCormack  Lines, 
Incorporated  (Mooremac)  and  Sea-land 
Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land)  *  (the  U.S.-flag 
carriers),  and  Lloyd,  A/S  Ivarans  Rederi 


1  Due  to  the  specialized  nature  of  REL's  reefer 
service,  REL’s  share  of  the  trade  is  expressed  in 
terms  of  tons  carried  and  not  as  a  percentage  of  the 
pool. 

*  Sea-Land  does  not  presently  serve  the  trade  and 
currently  assigns  all  of  its  rights  and  responsibilities 
under  basic  Agreement  Nos.  10386  and  10388  to 
Mooremac. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  131  /  Monday,  July  7,  1980  /  Notices 


•  45695 


(Ivaran8),3Montemar,  Van  Nievelt, 
Goudriaan  &  Co.,  b.v.  (Hopal)  and  REL4 
(the  nonnational-flag  carriers),  is  a  cargo 
revenue  pooling  and  sailing  agreement 
applicable  from  the  La  Plata/Rosario 
range  in  Argentina  to  the  entire  U.S. 
Atlantic  Coast.  This  agreement 
supersedes  currently  effective 
Agreement  No.  10349. 

Agreement  No.  10386-2,  among  ELMA, 
Bottacchi,  Mooremac,  Sea-Land,  Lloyd, 
Ivaran,  Montemar,  Hopal  and  REL, 
redefines  the  assigned  pool  shares  under 
basic  Agreement  No.  10386. 

Agreement  No.  10388,  among  ELMA, 
Bottacchi,  Mooremac,  and  Sea-Land,  is  a 
cargo  revenue  pooling,  sailing  and  equal 
access  agreement  in  the  trade  from  the 
entire  U.S.  Atlantic  Coast  to  the  La 
Plata/Rosario  range  in  Argentina.  This 
agreement  supersedes  currently 
effective  Agreement  No.  10350. 

Agreement  No.  10389  among  Delta, 
ELMA  and  Bottacchi,  is  a  cargo  revenue 
pooling  and  sailing  agreement  in  the 
southbound  trade  from  U.S.  Gulf  of 
Mexico  ports  to  the  La  Plata/Rosario 
range  in  Argentina.  This  agreement 
supersedes  currently  effective 
Agreement  No.  10345. 

All  of  the  foregoing  agreements  were 
duly  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  only  agreements  with  outstanding 
protests/comments  are  Agreement  Nos. 
10382  and  10382-1,  which  were 
protested  by  TMM  and  commented  upon 
by  Navimex. 

Position  of  Proponents 

Agreement  Nos.  10382, 10382-1,  and 
10389 

In  statements  submitted  in  support  of 
the  agreements,  Proponents  refer  to  the 
Commission’s  Order  of  June  22, 1979,  in 
Docket  No.  78-52,  in  which  the 
Commission  found  that  the  predecessor 
agreement,  Agreement  No.  10346,  was 
justified  under  the  Svenska  standard.5 6 
(FMC  v.  Aktiebolaget  Svenska  Amerika 
Linien,  390  U.S.  238  (1968)).  In  Docket 
78-52,  the  Commission  found  that  the 
agreement  served  an  important  public 
benefit  by  maintaining  international 
harmony  through  the  avoidance  of 
disruptive  retaliatory  action  and 
resultant  international  conflict. 
Additionally,  the  Commission 
recognized  that  the  inbound  and 
outbound  trades  are  “interlinked”  and 
the  agreement  served  a  serious 
transportation  need  by  avoiding  a 


3  Ivarans  had  originally  protested  Agreement  Nos. 
10386  and  10386-1,  but  later  withdrew  its  protest 

4  Similar  to  Agreement  No.  10382,  REL  is  not 

assigned  a  percentage  pool  share  under  Agreement 
No.  10386,  but  its  share  is  expressed  in  terms  of  tons 
carried. 

6  As  approved,  the  agreement  did  not  specify 
fixed  third-flag  shares. 


disruption  of  U.S.  foreign  commerce  and 
consequential  injury  to  shipper  and 
carrier  interest  in  the  U.S./Argentina 
trades,  particularly  southbound. 

Proponents  contend  that  the  principal 
need  and  justification  for  approval  of 
Agreement  No.  10389  lies  in  Argentina’s 
cargo  preference  laws  and  the  likelihood 
of  intergovernmental  conflict,  with 
resulting  injury  to  U.S.  shipper  and 
carrier  interests,  in  the  event  the 
Agreement  is  not  approved. 

Further,  Proponents  assert  that  the 
State  Secretary  of  Maritime  Interests 
(SEIM)  has  made  its  position  known  that 
participation  of  nonnational-flag  lines  in 
the  northbound  trade  is  to  be  on  the 
same  basis  as  national-flag  lines,  with 
fixed  shares  and  minimum  sailing 
requirements.  Proponents  stated  that 
without  minimum  sailing  requirements 
and  fixed  shares  for  the  nonnational-flag 
shares,  it  was  necessary  to  do  away 
with  the  overcarriage  and  undercarriage 
penalties  for  the  national-flag  lines  to 
the  nonnational-flag  lines.  The  change 
from  fixed  shares  to  open  competition 
within  the  nonnational-flag  share  during 
the  period  from  July  23, 1979  to 
December  31, 1979,  was,  according  to 
Proponents,  most  notable  for  its  almost 
total  lack  of  nonnational-flag  carriage. 

Additional  justification  for  approval  is 
contended  to  lie  in  the  lack  of  any 
reported  malpractices  in  the  trade  and 
the  relatively  stable  rates  which  have 
existed  under  the  present  and  prior 
agreements. 

In  the  northbound  pool,  the  agreed 
upon  and  allocated  shares  within  the 
nonnational-flag  share  are  argued  to  be 
rational  and  justifiable,  reflecting  due 
consideration  of  appropriate  factors 
such  as  past  trade  history  and  carryings, 
including  experience  under  Agreement 
No.  10346  from  December  1, 1978 
through  December  31, 1979;  the  various 
parties’  present  and  future  capacity  and 
intentions  in  the  trade;  and,  Brazil’s 
overall  contribution  to  the  overall  trade 
area  and  geographic  proximity  to 
Argentina. 

Agreement  No.  10386 

Statements  submitted  by  Proponents 
of  Agreement  No.  10386  contend  that  the 
agreement  is  justified  in  that  it 
implements  the  objectives  of  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  Governments  of  Argentina 
and  the  United  States  dated  March  31, 
1978,  assures  stability  in  the  northbound 
trade,  accommodates  the  policies  of  the 
Governments  of  the  U.S.  and  Argentina 
as  to  the  division  of  traffic,  assures 
shippers  access  to  Mooremac's  service, 
prevents  a  recurrence  of  disruption  in 
the  trade,  and  assures  equal  access  to 
southbound  controlled  cargo  inasmuch 


as  the  Argentine  Government  considers 
the  northbound  and  southbound 
agreements  to  be  interlinked. 

Agreement  No.  10386-2 

Proponents  of  Agreement  No.  10386-2 
claim  that  this  modification  is  a 
resolution  of  the  conflicting  aspirations 
of  the  third-flag  carriers  that  was 
realized  after  good  faith  negotiations,  is 
consistent  with  the  aforecited 
Memorandum  of  Understanding,  is  in 
the  public  interest,  and  that  prompt 
Commission  approval  will  continue  the 
needed  stability  to  the  trade. 

Agreement  No.  10388 

Proponents,  in  support  of  Agreement 
No.  10388,  argue  that  approval  of  the 
agreement  is  warranted  because  it  will 
prevent  Mooremac’s  potential  loss  of 
government-controlled  cargo  and  will 
prevent  fines  on  shippers  who  use  U.S.- 
flag  carriers,  will  ensure  equality  of 
treatment  for  shippers/consignees 
regardless  of  the  flag  of  the  carrier  they 
use,  and  will  satisfy  each  country’s 
objectives  of  equality  of  service 
obligations  and  national  carriage.  The 
statement  contends  that  the  serious 
transportation  need  and  important 
public  benefit  connected  with  this 
agreement  have  been  proven  in  light  of 
the  Commission’s  acknowledged  policy 
of  preserving  intergovernmental 
harmony  and  promoting  commercial 
solutions  to  potentially  conflicting 
national  policies. 

Position  of  Commentator  Protestants 

Navimex 

Navimex  did  not  protest  approval  of 
Agreement  No.  10382,  but  stated  that  it 
reluctantly  accepted  its  1.9  percent 
share,  which  it  deemed  unfair.  Navimex 
avers  that  there  is  no  basis  for  the 
assigned  allocations  or  the  denial  to 
Navimex  of  a  share  comparable  to  its 
actual  trade  participation. 

TMM 

In  its  protest  of  Agreement  No.  10382,® 
TMM  claims  that  Agreement  No.  10382 
seeks  to  overturn  the  “open  third-flag 
competition”  condition  of  Agreement 
No.  10346,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission's  Order  of  June  22, 1979, 
and  is  supported  by  no  new  evidence. 
TMM  claims  that. proponents  have  not 
met  the  heavy  burden  of  demonstrating 
that  the  anticompetitive  effects  of 
restricting  competition  are  outweighed 
by  a  serious  transportation  need  or 
other  important  public  benefit  which  the 
agreement  can  secure,  Svenska,  supra. 


“TMM  advised  the  Commission  that  for  the 
reasons  advanced  in  its  protest  of  Agreement  No. 
10382,  it  also  opposes  Agreement  No.  10382-1. 
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and  further  cites  the  hearing 
requirements  set  forth  in  Marine  Space 
Enclosure  v.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  420  F.2d  577  (D.C.  Cir. 

1979). 

TMM  asserts  that,  although  ELMA 
informed  the  principals  at  a  meeting  of 
pool  members  that  SEIM  had  instructed 
the  pool  “to  provide  fixed  pool  shares 
within  the  nonnational-flag  share,"  it 
produced  no  document  to  substantiate 
this  “instruction.”  TMM  further  believes 
that  its  4.3  percent  pool  share  does  not 
properly  reflect  its  recent  actual 
participation  in  the  trade,  and  is  unjustly 
discriminatory  and  unfair  to  TMM. 

TMM  states  that  any  contention  by 
Proponents  that  experience  under 
Agreement  No.  10346  was  taken  into 
account  when  assigning  nonnational- 
flag  shares  under  Agreement  No.  10382 
was  misleading,  in  that  TMM  was  the 
only  nonnational-flag  carrier  to  operate 
in  the  trade  from  July  23, 1979,  to 
December  31, 1979.  Additionally,  present 
and  future  capacities  could  not  have 
been  considered,  since  the  record  shows 
that  TMM  is  offering  nearly  monthly 
service  in  the  trade  and  intends  to  offer 
at  least  10  sailings  per  year.  Further, 
TMM  believes  that  Proponents’ 
principal  reliance  on  the  zonalism  factor 
in  the  allocation  of  nonnational  shares 
was  rejected  by  the  Commission  in  its 
Order  of  June  22, 1979. 

TMM  does  not  believe  that  fixing  of 
third-flag  shares  can  be  justified  solely 
on  a  basis  of  intergovernmental 
harmony.  TMM  maintains  that  open 
competition  within  the  third-flag  share  is 
the  proper  and  desirable  means  of 
providing  for  third-flag  participation  in 
the  trade,  but  is  willing  to  support 
approval  of  the  pending  agreement  on 
condition  that  the  pool  shares  of  die 
Mexican-flag  carriers  be  reassigned 
between  the  Mexican-flag  carriers  at  the 
end  of  each  pool  period  to  account  for 
any  failure  to  provide  their  minimum 
sailing  requirements,  and  all  third-flag 
shares  be  renegotiated  at  the  end  of 
each  pool  period. 

TMM  emphasized  in  a  further 
submission  that  there  is  no  evidence  of 
inadequate  or  insufficient  service  in  the 
trade. 

Response  to  Protests 

Response  to  Navimex 

Proponents  contend  that  due 
consideration  was  given  to  Navimex's 
carryings  throughout  the  entire  2 Vi  year 
period  preceding  negotiation  of 
Agreement  No.  10382,  and  that  Navimex 
has  failed  to  establish  that  its  past 
carryings  entitle  it  to  a  greater  share 
than  the  1.9  percent  which  it  was 
allocated  and  elected  to  accept. 


Response  to  TMM 

Proponents  believe  there  is 
substantial  evidence  that  SEIM  requires 
fixed  shares  for  nonnational-fiag 
participants.  They  believe  this  interest 
was  transmitted  to  pool  participants  by 
ELMA  at  the  principals’  meeting,  is 
supported  by  the  minutes  of  a  meeting 
between  Admiral  Guevara  and  Samuel 
B.  Nemirow,  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  which  reflect  that  both  sides 
“indicated  their  intention  to  urge 
participants  in  the  northbound 
Argentina/U.S.  pools  to  arrive  at  fixed 
shares.  *  *  *,’’  and  is  reflected  in  an 
affidavit  of  an  official  of  the  U.S. 
Maritime  Administration  (Marad), 
which  states  that  during  the  course  of 
the  discussions  with  SEIM,  the 
Argentine  side  expressed  unequivocally 
its  view  that  participation  by  third-flag 
carriers  in  the  northbound  Argentine/ 
U.S.  trade  must  be  by  way  of 
specifically  allocated  shares. 

Proponents  feel  that  fixed  shares 
should  not  be  determined  solely  upon 
either  the  number  of  sailings,  without 
regard  to  past  carryings,  or  on  the  basis 
of  a  carrier's  statements  of  future 
intentions  and  expectations. 

Proponents  contend  that  TMM’s  claim 
to  a  4.3  percent  share  cannot  be  justified 
based  on  past  or  present  carryings. 
TMM’s  4.3  percent  share  can  only  be 
accommodated  by  relying  on  its 
intentions  with  respect  to  sailings  in  the 
trade.  Equal  weight  must  also  be  given 
to  the  intentions  of  the  other  lines. 

Proponents  points  out  that  “zonalism” 
was  not  even  mentioned  at  the  February 
principals’  meeting,  although  they  do  not 
believe  that  consideration  given  to 
“zonalism"  would  be  improper  under  the 
Commission’s  Report  and  Order,  since 
past  carryings  of  other  carriers  were  not 
disregarded. 

Proponents  aver  that  TMM’s  protest 
raises  no  issue  of  material  fact  requiring 
an  evidentiary  hearing  and  substantial 
evidence  exists  to  justify  approval  of  the 
agreements. 

Proponents  state  that  consideration 
must  be  given  to  the  threat  of 
intergovemmetnal  conflict  if  the 
agreements  are  not  approved  on  the 
basis  of  fixed  shares  and  minimum 
sailings,  and  that  the  Commission 
recognized  that  this  was  a  valid  concern 
in  Docket  No.  78-52,  supra. 

Proponents  believe  that  TMM’s 
suggested  condition  of  annual 
renegotiation  and  FMC  approval  is 
wholly  impractical  in  view  of  the  time 
lag  before  pool  statistics  are  available 
and  the  length  of  FMC  proceedings. 


Discussion 

Cargo  revenue  pooling  and  sailing 
agreements  of  the  type  now  before  us 
are  per  se  violative  of  the  antitrust  laws 
of  the  United  States  and  are  subject  to 
disapproval  unless  justified. 7  To  justify 
approval  of  such  an  agreement,  and 
exemption  from  the  United  States 
antitrust  laws,  an  agreement’s 
proponents  must  demonstrate  that  a 
particular  agreement  is  required  by  a 
serious  transportation  need,  necessary 
to  secure  important  public  benefits,  or  in 
furtherance  of  a  valid  regulatory 
purpose  of  the  Shipping  Act.  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  v.  Svenska 
Amerika  Linien,  390  U.S.  238  at  243 
(1968). 

Such  anticompetitive  agreements  must 
be  examined  by  the  Commission  in  light 
of  its  responsibilities  to  protect  the 
public  interest.  As  the  Court  of  Appeals 
stated  in  Marine  Space  enclosures,  Inc  A 

Antitrust  questions  in  general,  and  in 
particular  contracts  involving  such  all- 
encompassing  restraints,  present  issues  of  the 
kind  that  should  be  explored  sua  sponte  in 
order  to  discharge  an  agency’s  “active  and 
independent  duty  to  guard  the  public 
interest”  and  if  need  be,  the  Commisison 
should  order  a  hearing  to  ascertain  whether 
their  exists  “alternative  courses,  other  than 
those  suggested  by  the  applicant.”  At  585. 

Given  the  Commission’s  statutory 
mandate  to  guard  the  public  interest, 
and  because  anticompetitive  restraints 
are  by  their  nature  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  the  Agreements  now  before  us 
need  the  type  of  examination  which  can 
best  be  provided  by  evidentiary  hearing. 
Moreover,  and  as  discussed  below,  both 
Proponents'  justification  and  the  protest 
raise  factual  and  legal  issues  that 
require  further  examination. 

In  general,  Proponents  have  argued,  in 
reliance  on  earlier  Commission 
consideration  of  certain  other  South 
American  pooling/equal  access 
agreements,  that  the  present 
Agreements  should  be  approved 
because  they  avoid  international 
conflict,  disruptive  retaliatory  action, 
and  the  disruption  of  United  States 
foreign  commerce  and  the  consequential 
injury  to  shipper  and  carrier  interests  in 
the  United  States/Argentina  trade. 
Specifically,  the  documents  filed  in 
connection  with  these  Agreements 
advise  of  the  Argentine  government’s 

’Docket  No.  78-51,  Agreement  No.  10349,  and 
Docket  No.  78-52,  Agreement  No.  10348,  served  June 
22. 1979. 19  S.R.R.  499:  Agreement  No.  10066 — 
Pooling.  Sailing,  and  Equal  Access  Agreements  to 
Cargo  in  the  Argentina/United  States  Pacific  Coast 

Trades, - F.M.C. - ,  17  S.R.R.  1323  (1977); 

Mediterranean  Pools  Investigation,  9  F.M.C.  264 
(1966). 

•  Marine  Space  Enclosures.  Inc.  v.  FMC.  420  F.2d 
577  (1969). 
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intent  to  disapprove,  effective  June  30, 
1980,  Agreement  Nos.  10345, 10348, 

10349,  and  10350,  previously  approved 
by  the  Commission,  7/ the  Agreements 
now  under  consideration  are  not 
approved  by  that  date.  In  addition,  the 
Commission  is  advised  that  such  an 
event  will  cause  service  disruption  in 
the  United  States/Argentina  trade,  be 
injurious  to  United  states  shippers,  and 
prevent  or  restrict  United  States-flag 
carriers,  as  well  as  third-flag  carriers, 
from  freely  and  actively  participating  in 
this  trade.  Such  results  would  arise  by 
virtue  of  existing  and/or  promised 
decrees,  laws,  and  regulations.9 

The  Commission  is  concerned  that  the 
Agreements  now  before  us  are  not  in 
fact  commercial  “agreements”  but  rather 
the  product  of  unilateral  government 
action.  While  the  Commission  in  Docket 
Nos.  78-51  and  78-52  recognized 
international  conflict  and  governmental 
harmony  as  a  basis  in  finding 
Agreement  Nos.  10346  and  10349 
justified,  when  the  evidence  now  before 
the  Commission  is  considered  in  light  of 
the  extensive  evidence  in  our  recent 
Report  and  Order  of  Approval  in  those 
dockets,  the  question  of  government 
influence  may  not  be  ignored  and  must 
be  examined  further.  This  is  particularly 
so.  given  the  short  period  between  our 
approval  of  these  agreements  on  June 
22, 1979,  and  December  26, 1979,  when 
ELMA  advised  that  the  Argentine 
government  directed  the  formulation  of 
new  pools  in  these  trades. 

While  the  Commission  is  concerned 
about  the  possible  existence  of  such 
influence  with  respect  to  all  the 
“Agreements"  and  their  individual 
signatories,  particular  emphasis  should 
be  placed  on  the  effects  upon  the  third- 
flag  parties.  On  June  22, 1979,  the 
Commission  found  that  the  third-flag 
allocations  in  Agreement  Nos.  10346  and 
10349  had  been  allocated  in  an  unjustly 
discriminatory  and  unfair  manner  within 
the  meaning  of  section  15,  Shipping  Act 
1916.  The  Commission  then,  to  avoid  an 
arbitrary  allocation  of  these  shares,  and 
consistent  with  its  interest  in  preserving 
as  much  competition  as  possible, 
approved  the  third-flag  allocation 
providing  that  the  agreements  were 
modified  to  provide  for  open 
competition  within  the  third-flag  group. 
Nevertheless,  the  parties,  at  the 
direction  of  the  Argentine  government 
and  applying  essentially  the  same 
criteria  considered  in  Docket  Nos.  78-51 
and  78-52,  have  submitted  “agreements" 
providing  for  specific  allocations  to  the 


9  See  for  example  Decree  No.  507  and  other  laws 
and  decrees  as  described  in  Docket  Nos.  7S-51  and 
78-52,  supra.  See  also  the  March  18, 19. 1980 
principles  meeting  in  Buenos  Aires. 


third-flag  group.  Such  a  proposal  not 
only  appears  inconsistent  with  the 
Commission’s  findings  in  Docket  Nos. 
78-51  and  78-52  but  also  emphasizes  the 
question  of  government  influence  and  its 
effects  on  the  agreements  now  before  us. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Commission 
views  with  grave  concern  information 
which  indicates  that  failure  to  approve 
the  Agreements  in  question  will  cause 
agencies  of  the  Argentine  government  to 
declare  null  and  void  all  existing  pool 
agreements  in  the  Argentine/United 
States  trades.  Such  an  action  by  the 
Argentine  government  could  have 
potentially  disastrous  effects  not  only  on 
all  carriers  which  serve  the  trade,  but  on 
the  flow  of  commerce  between  the  two 
nations. 

While  the  Commission  is  desirous  of 
avoiding  any  disruption  in  the 
Argentine/United  States  trade,  it  is  in 
no  position  to  ignore  its  statutory 
responsibility  to  approve  agreements 
filed  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  only  when  it  is 
satisfied  an  agreement  meets  the 
standards  established  by  the  Shipping 
Act. 

Because  the  Argentine  government 
has  declared  that  all  pool  agreements 
will  be  declared  null  and  void  absent 
Commission  approval  by  June  30, 1980, 
the  Commission  considers  an  emergency 
situation  to  exist  in  this  trade.  The 
threatened  disruption  of  ocean  trade 
between  the  United  States  and 
Argentina  is  an  emergency  of  sufficient 
magnitude  to  lead  the  Commission  to 
believe  that  approval  of  these 
Agreements  pending  our  investigation  of 
them  and  their  approvability  under  the 
Shipping  Act  standards  is  not  only 
justified,  but  is  the  only  responsible 
course  of  action  available  to  the 
Commission.  Such  approval  should 
avoid  disruption  of  United  States/ 
Argentina  trade, 10  assure  shipper 
service,  while  preserving  carrier 
interests  pending  the  conclusion  of  our 
investigation. 

In  general,  the  restrictive  features  of 
the  Agreements,  and  the  apparen* 
circumstances  surrounding  them  appear 
to  run  counter  to  that  part  of  the  public 
interest  reflected  in  the  antitrust  laws 
favoring  free  and  open  competition.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  protection  of  U.S. 
commerce  from  disruptive  acts 
stemming  from  the  invocation  of  cargo 
preference  laws  also  is  a  strong  public 
interest  consideration.  Our 
determination  here  to  grant  conditional 
pendente  lite  approval  represents  a 


10  Because  Agreement  No.  10382  provides  for 
TMM's  participation.  TMM  may,  if  it  so  chooses, 
participate  in  the  Argentina/United  States  Gulf 
trade  as  provided  for  in  the  Agreement  and  in  SEIM 
Resolution  619  pending  this  investigation. 


balancing  of  these  conflicting 
considerations.  “ 

To  insure  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  section  15  pending  our 
investigation,  the  pendente  life  approval 
provided  herein  shall  be  conditioned 
upon  the  following: 

I.  The  addition  of  a  new  article  to  the 
four  basic  pooling  agreements  to  specify 
that  any  changes  in  the  terms  of  the 
agreements,  with  the  exception  of 
changes  in  national-flag  membership 
and  changes  in  the  carrying  rate  or  rates 
in  Articles  7-b-3  or  7-b-4,  will  be  filed 
with  the  appropriate  government 
authorities  for  approval. 

Such  a  condition  will  insure  that  the 
approvability  of  any  substantive  change 
in  either  Agreement  is  reviewed  by  the 
Commission  prior  to  its  becoming 
effective.  Changes  in  national-flag 
membership  can  be  exempted  from  this 
requirement,  in  that  a  separate 
association  agreement  is  required  to  be 
filed  or  appropriately  amended  to 
accomplish  such  a  change.  Also,  the 
carrying  rate  levels  are  internal  matters 
and  any  changes  therein  will  have 
minimal  impact  on  the  shipping  public 
and  will  affect  all  participating  carriers 
equally,  with  the  exclusion  of  the 
specialized  case  of  REL; 

II.  The  amendment  of  the  articles  in 
Agreement  Nos.  10382  and  10386  which 
involve  the  admission  of  nonnational- 
flag  carriers,  changes  in  the  minimum 
sailing  requirement  and  changes  due  to 
a  transfer/successor,  by  requiring 
appropriate  governmental  approval  of 
any  such  changes.  All  of  these  articles 
merely  propose  to  notify  the  government 
authorities  in  case  of  any  changes. 
Changes  in  nonnational-flag 
membership  and  changes  due  to  transfer 
or  succession  can  affect  assigned  shares 
and  the  minimum  sailing  requirements. 
The  minimum  sailing  requirement  itself 
bears  heavily  on  the  regularity  of 
service  resulting  from  the  Agreement 
and  any  change  thereto  should  be 
reviewed  and  approved  by  the 
Commission; 

III.  The  amendment  of  Agreements 
Nos.  10382  and  10386  by  requiring  15 
days’  notice  to  the  pool  accountant,  as 
opposed  to  the  proposed  notice  of  30 
days,  relative  to  the  admission  of  both 
national  and  nonnational-flag  carriers. 
Such  a  change  will  still  provide  ample 
time  to  accomplish  such  notice,  will 


"The  Commission’s  authority  to  grant  interim 
approval  in  an  appropriate  case  has  been 
recognized  in  many  court  decisions.  See.  e.g..  City  of 
Los  Angeles  v.  FMC.  128  U.S.  App.  D.C.  326,  388 
F.2d  582  (1967);  FMC  v.  Pacific  Maritime 
Association,  435  U.S.  40.  59-60  (1978); 

Transamerican  Trailer  Transport,  Inc.  v.  FMC,  160 
U.S.  App.  D.C  351.  365.  492.  F.2d  617,  631  (1974); 

New  York  Shipping  Assn.  v.  FMC,  495  F.2d  1215 
(2nd  Cor.  1974),  cert,  den.,  419  U.S.  964  (1974). 
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expedite  any  new  admission,  and  will 
be  consistent  with  recent  Commission 
thinking  in  this  regard; 

IV.  The  amendment  of  the  four  basic 
pooling  Agreements  to  specify  that 
semiannual  and  annual  pool  statements 
will  be  furnished  to  the  Commission 
within  90  days  from  the  last  day  of  the 
reporting  period  involved.  The  proposed 
agreements  are  indefinite,  stating  merely 
that  these  reports  will  be  filed  “within 
ninety  (90)  days";  and 

Finally,  it  is  suggested  that  Lloyd  and 
Nacional  amend  their  association 
agreement,  Agreement  No.  10265,  to 
delete  reference  to  its  approval  being 
coextensive  with  Agreement  No.  10346, 
as  required  in  the  Conditional  Order  of 
Approval  dated  January  17, 1979. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  That  pursuant 
to  sections  15  and  22  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  a  proceeding  is  hereby 
instituted  to  determine  whether 
Agreement  Nos.  10386, 10386-2, 10388, 
10382, 10382-1,  and  10389  are  unjustly 
discriminatory  or  unfair  as  between 
carriers,  shippers,  exporters,  importers, 
or  ports,  or  between  exporters  from  the 
United  States  and  their  foreign 
competitors,  detrimental  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  contrary 
to  the  public  interest,  or  are  in  violation 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  and,  therefore, 
whether  they  should  be  approved, 
disapproved,  or  modified. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Agreement 
Nos.  10388  and  10389  are  approved 
pendente  lite  effective  from  the  date  of 
this  Order; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Agreement 
Nos.  10386, 10386-2, 10382,  and  10382-1 
are  approved  pendente  lite  effective 
from  the  date  of  this  Order 12  provided 
that  the  parties  file  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  this  Order  the  Agreements 
modified  as  follows: 

I.  A  new  article  is  added  to 
Agreement  Nos.  10382, 10386, 10388,  and 
10389,  entitled  "Amendments,"  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Any  change  in  or  modification  of  this 
Agreement,  with  the  exception  of  changes  in 
national-flag  membership  or  changes  in  the 
carrying  rate  or  rates  in  Articles  7-b-3  and  7- 
b-4,  will  be  filed  for  approval  with  the 
appropriate  governmental  authorities  having 
jurisdiction’’^ 

II.  Article  2(c)  of  Agreement  Nos. 

10382  and  10386  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  language  at  the  end  of  the 
sentence: 


“The  conditional  subsequent  approval  granted 
herein  should  not  be  construed  as  indicating  a 
change  of  Commission  policy  with  regard  to  such 
approvals.  We  have  given  this  type  of  approval  to 
these  Agreements  due  to  the  emergency  conditions 
that  would  exist  in  these  trades  should  the  pools 
lapse  pending  our  investigation. 


“upon  obtaining  approval  of  such  entry 
from  the  appropriate  governmental 
authorities  having  jurisdiction”; 

III.  Article  2(f)  of  Agreement  Nos. 

10382  and  10386  is  amended  by  inserting 
the  following  language  between 
"quarter,”  and  "provided”: 

“following  approval  by  the  appropriate 
governmental  authorities  having  jurisdiction"; 

IV.  Articles  2(f)  and  2(g)  of  Agreement 
Nos.  10382  and  10386  are  amended  by 
changing  the  word  and  number  “thirty 
(30),”  to  “fifteen  (15)"; 

V.  Article  5(c)  of  Agreement  Nos. 
10382, 10386, 10388,  and  10389  are 
modified  by  deleting  all  of  the  language 
after  the  word  “immediately,”  and 
substituting  therefor  the  following: 

“filing  such  changes  for  approval  with  the 
appropriate  governmental  authorities  having 
jurisdiction”; 

VI.  The  second  paragraph  of  Article 
9(g)  in  Agreement  Nos.  10382, 10386, 
10388,  and  10389  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  language  at  the  end  of  the 
first  sentence: 

"from  the  last  day  of  the  reporting  period 
involved”; 

VII.  Article  14(b)  of  Agreement  Nos. 
10362, 10386, 10388  and  10389  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  phrase 
"immediately  notify"  and  substituting 
therefor  the  following: 

“.  .  .  then  the  parties  will  file  such  change 
for  approval  with  .  .  .”;  and. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  parties, 
in  addressing  the  approvability  of  these 
Agreements  under  the  standards  of 
section  15  specifically  address  the 
following  issues: 

1.  Whether  there  is  a  need  for  fixed, 
individual  third-flag  shares  and  if  so  whether 
the  specific  third-flag  shares  fixed  by 
Agreement  Nos.  10382, 10382-1, 10386  and 
10386-2  are  supported  by  sufficient  evidence, 

2.  Whether  die  facts  surrounding  the 
negotiations  and  execution  of  these 
Agreements  indicate  conduct  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  the  United  States/ 
Argentina  Memorandum  of  Understanding  of 
March  31, 1978  providing  for  "commercial 
agreement.” 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  carriers 
listed  in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto 
are  hereby  made  proponents  and 
protestants  as  so  designated  in  the 
Appendix; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  that  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (46 
C.F.R.  502.42),  Hearing  Counsel  shall  be 
a  party  to  this  proceeding; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  public 
hearing  shall  be  held  in  this  proceeding 
and  that  the  matter  be  assigned  for 
hearing  and  decision  by  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  the 


Commission’s  Office  of  Administrative 
Law  Judges  at  a  date  and  place  to  be 
hereafter  determined  by  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  but  in  any 
event  within  the  time  restrictions  set 
forth  in  Rule  81  (48  C.F.R.  502.61). 

The  hearing  shall  include  oral 
testimony  and  cross-examination  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Presiding  Officer  only 
upon  a  proper  showing  that  there  are 
genuine  issues  of  material  fact  that 
cannot  be  resolved  on  the  basis  of 
sworn  statements,  affidavits, 
depositions,  or  other  documents  or  that 
the  nature  of  the  matters  in  issue  is  such 
that  an  oral  hearing  and  cross- 
examination  are  necessary  for  the 
development  of  an  adequate  record; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
issue  his  Initial  Decision  in  this 
proceeding  on  or  before  March  31, 1981; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  notice  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  e  copy  thereof  be  served 
upon  Proponents  and  Protestants  as 
listed  in  the  Appendix  hereto  and  the 
Commission’s  Bureau  of  Hearing 
Counsel; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  any  person 
other  than  Proponents,  Protestants,  and 
the  Bureau  of  Hearing  Counsel  having 
an  interest  and  desiring  to  participate  in 
this  proceeding  shall  file  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
Rule  72  (48  C.F.R.  502.72)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  future 
notices,  orders,  and/or  decisions  issued 
by  or  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding,  including  notice  of  the 
time  and  place  of  hearing  or  prehearing 
conference,  shall  be  mailed  directly  to 
all  parties  of  record; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  all 
documents  submitted  by  any  party  of 
record  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  filed 
in  accordance  with  Rule  118  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (48  C.F.R.  502.118),  as  well  as 
being  mailed  directly  to  all  parties  of 
record. 

By  the  Commission.13 
Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Proponents: 

Empresa  Lineas  Maritimas  Argentinas 
S.A.  (ELMA) 

A.  Bottacchi  S.A.  de  Navegacion 
C.F.IJ.  (Bottacchi) 

Delta  Steamship  Lines,  Inc.  (Delta) 


“Chairman  Oaschback  would  have  approved  all 
the  Agreements  without  investigation  and  hearing. 
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Companhia  de  Navegacao  Lloyd 
Brasileiro  (Lloyd) 

Companhia  Maritima  Nacional 
(Nacional) 

Montemar  S.A.  Comercial  y  Maritima 
(Montemar) 

Navimex  S.  A.  de  CV  (Navimex) 
Reefer  Express  Lines  Pty.,  Ltd.  (REL) 
Moore  McCormack  Lines,  Inc. 
(Mooremac) 

Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land) 
A/S  Ivarans  Rederi  (Ivaran) 

Van  Nievelt,  Goudriaan  &  Co,  bv 
(Hopal) 

Protestants: 

Transportacion  Maritima  Mexicans 
(TMM) 

|  PR  Doc.  80-20117  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-0 1-U 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Office  of  Human  Development 
Services 

Reallotment  of  Funds 

agency:  Office  of  Human  Development 

Services  (HDS),  DHHS. 

action:  Notice  of  Reallotment  of  Funds. 

SUMMARY:  The  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities  in  the  Office 
of  Human  Development  Services 
proposes  to  reallot  funds  which  will  not 
be  utilized  by  American  Samoa,  the 
Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands,  and  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands,  to  the  fifty  States,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Guam,  Puerto  Rico 
and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

DATE:  Effective  August  6, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  330  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Room  3735,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201.  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  comments  on  this  proposed 
reallotment  of  funds  if  received  by 
August  6, 1980.  Comments  must  be  in 
writing  and  submitted  to  the 
Administration  on  Developmental 
Disabilities,  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
132(d)  of  the  Developmental  Disabilities 
Services  and  Facilities  Construction  Act 
as  amended  by  P.L  95-602,  provides 
that  the  amount  of  a  State’s  fiscal  year 
allotment  (as  determined  in  accordance 
with  Section  132(a)(1))  which  will  not  be 
utilized  by  that  State  shall  be  available 
for  reallotment  to  other  States.  Any 
reallotment  shall  be  in  proportion  to  the 
original  allotment  of  the  States  for  that 
fiscal  year.  The  additional  allotments  . 
shall  be  reduced  to  the  extent  it  exceeds 


the  sum  the  Secretary  estimates  a  State 
needs  and  will  be  able  to  use  during 
such  period. 

Section  132(d)  further  provides  that 
such  allotments  shall  not  be  made  until 
30  days  after  notice  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Funds  originally  reserved  for 
American  Samoa,  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands  and  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  to  be 
used  for:  Planning  and  Services  Formula 
Grants  (Basic  Support)  and  Protection 
and  Advocacy  Formula  Grants  will  be 
reallotted  as  follows: 


Basic 

support 

State: 

Alabama _ _ .. _  $8,830 

Arizona _ _ _ 3,989 

Arkansas .... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  5, 1 28 

California _ i - - -  32,590 

Colorado -  4.093 

Connecticut _  4,988 

Delaware _ 2,492 

District  of  Columbia _  2,492 

Florida. -  14.937 

Georgia................. _ ..... - - -  1 0,483 

Hawaii _ _ _  2,492 

Idaho -  2,492 

Illinois . . . 17,957 

Indiana -  10.101 

Iowa _ _ —  5,602 

Kansas _ _ 4,128 

Kentucky _  8,266 

Louisiana. . .._ _ _ _  8,602 

Main _ 2,524 

Maryland . . . 6,455 

Massachusetts.. — . 10,074 

Michigan _  16,238 

Minnesota . .  7,254 

Mississippi _ _ _ _  6,242 

Missouri _  9.463 

Montana _ 2.492 

Nebraska _ _ _ _ .... _ _  2,947 

Nevada _ 2,492 

New  Hampshire _ 2,492 

New  Jersey _ _ _..  1 1 ,489 

New  Mexico _  2,588 

New  York _  30,905 

North  Dakota . . . 2,492 

Ohio _  19.867 

Oklahoma _ 5,697 

Oregon . 4,181 

Pennsylvania _ 22,613 

Rhode  Island _  2,492 

Tennessee _ ..._._ _ 9,707 

Texas . _... _ 22,923 

Utah _  2.698 

Vermont . . 2,492 

Virginia- . 9.433 

Washington _ _ 5,940 

West  Virginia . 4,936 

Wisconsin _ 8,952 

Wyoming _ 2,492 

Guam _ 1,348 

Puerto  Rico . . 9,594 

Virgin  Islands . . 1,346 


Total - -  40,500 

Protection 

and 

State:  advocacy 

Alaska _ _ $707 

Arizona - 975 

Arkansas _ 1,238 

California . 7,865 

Colorado..... - 996 

Connecticut _  1,203 

Delaware - 707 

District  of  Columbia.. _ _  707 

Hawaii _  707 

Idaho _ 707 

Illinois -  4,334 

Indiana - „__  2.438 

Iowa _ _ 1,352 

Kansas. -  996 

Louisiana - 2,076 

Maine -  707 


Protection 

and 


State.  advocacy 

Maryland _  1,558 

Massachusetts. . 2.432 

Michigan _  3.919 

Minnesota. _ 1.751 

Missouri _ 2,282 

Montana . . . . ________ . . i.  707 

Nebraska..... _  714 

Nevada.™ _ .... _ _  707 

New  Hampshire . . 707 

New  Jersey _ _ 2,773 

New  Mexico _  707 

New  York . . 7,459 

North  Dakota _  707 

Ohio _ . _ 4.795 

Oklahoma- _ _  1,375 

Oregon _ _  1,009 

Pennsylvania _ 5,458 

Rhode  Island . . 707 

South  Carolina _ 1,587 

South  Dakoto _  707 

Tennessee - 2,343 

Texas _ _ _  ■■  5.533 

Utah -  707 

Vermont . . . . . ..„  707 

Virginia . 2.277 

Washington _ 1,434 

West  Virginia . 1,192 

Wisconsin . . 2,161 

Wyoming. -  707 

Guam _ _ 424 

Puerto  Rico _  2,315 

Virgin  Islands _ _ ._. _ _  424 


Total -  90,000 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.630  Developmental 
Disablities  Basic  Support  and  Advocacy 
Grants) 

Dated:  June  13, 1980. 

Evelyn  Provitte, 

Commissioner.  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disablities. 

Approved:  June  30, 1980. 

Cesar  A.  Perales, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Human  Development 
Services. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20119  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-92-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Environmental  Quality 
[Docket  No.  NI-2CJ 

Notice  of  Intended  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

The  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  gives  notice  that  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  is 
intended  to  be  prepared  for  each  of  the 
following  projects  under  HUD  programs 
as  described  in  the  appendices  of  this 
Notice:  Gem  Heights  Subdivision,  Pierce 
County,  Washington;  Midvale  Farms 
Subdivision,  Tucson,  Arizona.  This 
Notice  is  required  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  under  its  rules 
(40  CFR 1500). 

Interested  individuals,  governmental 
agencies,  and  private  organizations  are 
invited  to  submit  information  and 
comments  concerning  a  particular 
project  to  the  specific  person  indicated 
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in  the  appropriate  part  of  the 
appendices. 

Particularly  solicited  is  information  on 
reports  or  other  environmental  studies 
planned  or  completed  in  the  project 
area,  issues  and  data  which  the  E1S 
should  consider,  recommended 
mitigating  measures  and  alternatives, 
and  major  issues  associated  with  the 
proposed  project.  Federal  agencies 
having  jurisdiction  by  law,  special 
expertise  or  other  special  interests 
should  report  their  interests  and  indicate 
their  readiness  to' aid  the  EIS  effort  as  a 
“cooperating  agency." 

Issued  at  Washington,  P.C.,  July  1, 1980. 
Francis  G.  Haas, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality. 

Appendix 

EIS  on  Gem  Heights  Subdivision,  Pierce 
County,  Wash. 

The  HUD  Area  Office  in  Seattle, 
Washington  intends  to  prepare  an  EIS 
on  the  project  described  below  and 
solicits  information  and  comments  for 
consideration  in  the  EIS.  The  EIS  will  be 
a  joint  statement  with  Pierce  County  to 
satisfy  both  Federal  and  State 
environmental  requirements. 

Description.  The  development  is 
located  South  of  Puyallup  and  East  of 
Spanaway  in  the  South  Hill  area 
between  160th  Street  East  and  176th 
Street  East,  and  between  86th  Avenue 
East  and  one-fourth  mile  West  of  SR- 
161.  It  comprises  475  acres  to  be 
developed  in  eight  phases  consisting  of 
approximately  1,700  dwelling  units 
(single  and  multifamily),  commercial 
and  office  space,  and  elementary  and 
junior  high  school  sites. 

Need.  The  EIS  is  being  prepared 
because  of  its  size,  potential  impact  on 
community  services  and  infrastructures, 
use  of  individual  sewerage  disposal 
system  and  proximity  to  employment 
centers. 

Alternatives  Perceived.  The 
alternatives  identified  included  no¬ 
action,  open  space,  five  acre  lots  and 
short  platting,  redueed  density, 
manufacturing/industrial  use,  and 
delayed  phasing. 

Comments.  Comments  and 
information  are  requested  on  the 
proposed  development.  They  will  be 
used  in  preparing  the  draft  EIS  and  the 
scoping  process.  Comments  are 
requested  within  21  days  of  publication 
of  this  Notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  should  be  submitted  to:  Richard  L. 
Moore,  HUD  Seattle  Area  Office  M/S 
421;  1321  2nd  Avenue;  Seattle, 
Washington  98101;  or  call  (206)  442- 
7229. 


Appendix 

EIS  on  Midvale  Farms  Subdivision, 
Tucson,  Ariz. 

The  HUD  Los  Angeles  Area  Office 
intends  to  prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  on  the  project 
described  herein  and  solicits 
information  and  comments  for 
consideration  in  the  EIS. 

Description.  The  Midvale  Farms 
housing  development  project  is  a 
proposed  land  development  of 
approximately  1,600  acres.  The  project 
will  provide  for  an  approximate  3,000 
dwelling  units  in  a  mixture  of  housing 
densities  and  types.  Community 
recreation  uses,  open  space,  certain 
supporting  convenience  commercial 
uses  and  employment  commercial  uses 
are  anticipated  in  the  development. 

The  project  is  located  generally  west 
of  the  City  of  Tucson,  Arizona,  within  its 
urban  area,  and  bordering  a  portion  of 
the  northside  of  the  San  Xavier  Indian 
Reservation.  The  boundaries  of  the 
project  are  generally  as  follows:  the 
Santa  Cruz  River  on  the  west,  Irvington 
Road  on  the  north,  Valencia  Road  and  a 
quarter-section  south  of  Valencia  Road 
for  the  southern  boundary. 

Consideration  for  approval  of  an 
"early  start”  segment  of  the  total  project 
is  permitted  under  HUD  regulations  24 
CFR  Part  50.21(h),  however,  due  to 
extent  and  degree  of  impact  related  to 
the  100-year  base  floodplain  of  the 
Santa  Cruz  River  area,  no  consideration 
will  be  given  the  "early  start”  segment, 
until  the  base  floodplain  impact  issue  is 
resolved  in  accord  with  Executive  Order 
11988.  The  “early  start"  segment,  which 
shall  be  less  than  200  dwelling  units,  is 
locally  identified  as  a  part  of  Tract-1104, 
consists  of  approximately  80  acres  of 
which  only  a  portion  would  be 
considered  for  “early  start"  approval 
providing  certain  fundamental 
environmental  considerations  can  be 
satisfactorily  cleared. 

HUD’s  participation  in  this  land 
development  project  is  through  the 
Federal  mortgage  insurance  program 
which  is  intended  to  facilitate 
homeownership  and  the  construction 
and  financing  of  housing.  By  insuring 
commercial  lenders  against  loss,  HUD 
encourages  such  lenders  to  invest 
capital  in  the  home  mortgage  market. 

Need.  An  EIS  is  proposed  due  to  HUD 
threshold  requirements  in  accordance 
with  housing  program  regulations  and 
certain  perceived  environmental 
impacts  such  as  the  following:  impact  on 
the  100-year  base  floodplain,  water 
resources,  energy,  transportation, 
cultural  resources  and  community 
services  and  facilities.  This 
announcement  and  the  EIS  preparation 


and  distribution  process  will  form 
HUD’s  primary  means  of  inviting  public 
participation  in  the  “eight-step”  review 
process  required  by  the  implementing 
regulations  of  Executive  Order  11988 
and  the  required  decision  making 
process  HUD  will  carry-out  for  this 
special  Federal  environmental  concern. 
This  announcement  is  intended  to 
satisfy  Steps  1  and  2  of  the  “eight  step" 
review  process. 

Alternatives  Perceived.  At  this  time 
the  HUD  alternatives  include:  no 
•.project,  accept  the  project  as  proposed 
and/or  accept  project  with  conditions  or 
modifications  of  the  project. 

Scoping.  HUD  will  hold  a  pre-project 
“scoping”  meeting  in  accordance  with 
Section  1501.7  of  the  implementing 
regulations  of  the  1969  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act.  At  this 
meeting,  open  to  all  persons,  groups, 
organizations,  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies,  HUD  wishes  to  identify  all 
significant  issues  to  be  analyzed  in  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  Time 
and  place  of  this  scoping  meeting  will  be 
announced  at  a  later  date  by  notice  in  a 
local  newspaper  of  general  circulation 
and  the  mailing  of  a  letter  of  invitation. 
The  HUD  mailing  list  covers  most 
Federal,  State  and  local  public  agencies 
and  some  private  looal  organizations 
and  groups. 

Comments.  Comments  regarding  this 
proposal  should  be  sent  on  or  before 
July  22, 1980  to:  John  J.  Tuite,  Area 
Manager,  Attention:  William  Shortall, 
Environmental  Protection  Specialist, 

U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  2500  Wilshire  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90057,  or  call 
(213)  688-5899  (FTS  0-798-5899). 

[FR  Doc.  80-20115  Filed  7-3-80, 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Colorado:  Realty  Action,  Non* 
competetive  Sale  of  Public  Lands  in 
Gunnison  County,  Colo. 

The  following  described  land  has 
been  examined  and  identified  as 
suitable  for  disposal  by  sale  under 
Section  203  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (90  Stat. 
2750;  43  U.S.C.  1713),  at  no  less  than  the 
appraised  fair  market  value.  ($3,150): 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  45  N.,  R.  2  W.,  A  monumented,  metes  and 
bounds  parcel  in  the  E  V2E  V2 W  V2S W  V*  of 
section  13;  Beginning  at  comer  No.  1  from 
which  the  W-Vi«  Comer  between  sections 
1?  and  24  bears  S.  0°  23’  30”  W.  29.532 
chains,  by  metes  and  bounds,  S.  67°  42.2’ 
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W.  4.038  chains  to  corner  No.  2,  S.  9°  02.5' 

W.  3.341  chains  to  corner  No.  3,  S.  23°  35.6' 

E.  2.803  chains  to  corner  No.  4.  6. 15°  07.8' 

E.  4.318  chains  to  comer  No.  5,  S.  29°  51.4' 

E.  1.597  chains  to  corner  No.  6,  S.  79°  34.5' 

W.  2.360  chains  to  corner  No.  7,  S.  9°  52.1' 

E.  5.847  chains  to  corner  No.  8,  S.  21°  52.9’ 

E.  6.359  chains  to  corner  No.  9.  N.  0°  23'  30” 
E.  25.049  chains  to  corner  No.  1,  the  place 
of  beginning. 

The  tract  described  contains  6.295 
acres  in  Gunnsion  County. 

The  sale  of  this  land  will  be  held  on 
approximately  the  fourth  day  of 
September,  1980. 

The  lands  are  being  offered  as  a 
direct,  non-competitive  sale  to  Mr. 

Joseph  Youmans,  the  owner  of  the 
adjoining  tract  and  improvements  on  the 
sale  tract  who,  with  his  father  before 
him,  developed  the  tract  with  fences,  an 
access  road  to  his  buildings  on  adjoining 
lands  he  owns,  and  clearing  of  native 
vegetation  and  establishment  in  its 
place  a  native  hay  meadow,  under  the 
mistaken  belief  that  the  tract  was  part  of 
his  private  land.  Disposal  by  direct  sale 
to  Mr.  Youmans  rather  than  by  public 
auction,  will  legalize  his  occupancy  of 
the  lands,  preserve  his  access  road  from 
the  county  road  to  his  farmstead 
buildings,  protect  his  equity  investment 
in  the  improvements  on  the  lands  and 
avoid  an  undue  hardship  if  he  were 
required  to  cease  his  use  of  the  land. 

The  sale  will  resolve  a  trespass 
situation,  which,  but  for  the  fact  of  the 
land  having  been  withdrawn  from  entry 
under  the  public  land  laws,  would  have 
been  resolved  by  an  offer  of  sale  under 
the  Unintentional  Trespass  Sale  Act  of 
September  26. 1968,  (82  Stat.  870;  43 
U.S.C.  1431-35).  The  described  parcel  is 
part  of  a  public  land  tract  bordering 
both  sides  of  Cebolla  Creek  that  has 
been  withdrawn  from  operation  of  the 
general  land  laws  for  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  for  use  of  the  Colorado 
Division  of  Wildlife.  Both  agencies  have 
advised  that  they  do  not  object  to  sale  of 
the  described  parcel,  inasmuch  as  the 
conveyed  land  would  not  infringe  on 
fisheries  management  or  public  use  on 
the  remaining  public  lands  along 
Cebolla  Creek,  from  which  the  parcel 
has  been  separated  and  adequately 
marked  by  survey.  The  parcel  is  not 
suitable  for,  nor  needed  for, 
management  by  another  Federal 
Department  or  agency.  Disposal  would 
best  serve  the  public  interest.  The  sale 
will  be  consistent  with  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management’s  planning  for  the 
lands.  Disposal  would  have  no  adverse 
impact  on  local  planning  and  zoning. 

The  Gunnison  County  Commissioners 
have  not  objected  to  sale  of  the  land. 

The  terms  and  conditions  applicable 
to  the  sale  are: 


1.  The  patent  will  include  a 
reservation  of  a  right  of  way  for  ditches 
and  canals  constructed  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
43  U.S.C.  945. 

2.  All  mineral  rights  will  be  reserved 
to  the  United  States. 

3.  The  sale  of  these  lands  will  be 
subject  to  all  valid  existing  rights. 

Detailed  information  concerning  the 
sale,  including  environmental 
assessment  report  and  land  report,  is 
available  for  review  at  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  Montrose  District 
Office,  Highway  550  South,  P.O.  Box 
1269,  Montrose,  Colorado  81401. 

On  or  before  August  12, 1980 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  (LLM- 
320),  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Any 
adverse  comments  will  be  evaluated  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  who  may 
vacate  or  modify  this  realty  action  and 
issue  a  final  determination.  In  the 
absence  of  any  action  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior,  this  realty  action  will 
become  the  final  determination  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  and  the 
required  payment,  plus  the  cost  of 
publishing  the  notice,  shall  be  requested 
of  Mr.  Joseph  Youmans.  Such  payment, 
in  full,  shall  be  in  accordance  with  43 
CFR  1822.1-2. 

Charles  W.  Luscher, 

Acting  State  Director, 

June  27, 1980.  - 

|FR  Doc.  80-20143  Filed  7-3-80:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Nevada;  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey  and 
Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Lands 

1.  The  Plat  of  Survey  of  lands 
described  below  will  be  officially  filed 
at  the  Nevada  State  Office,  Reno, 
Nevada,  effective  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
August  15, 1980: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  Nevada 
T.  23  N.,  R.  20  E.  Sections  22  and  27 

2.  The  portion  of  the  township 
surveyed  is  rolling  land  located  North  of 
Sparks,  Nevada.  The  soil  is  sandy  clay 
loam  to  rocky.  The  vegetation  is 
sagebrush  and  native  grass  in  the  lower 
areas. 

There  are  numerous  trail  roads 
throughout  the  township  and  an 
improved  gravel  road  crosses  through 
sections  22  and  27  in  a  southeasterly 
direction. 

3.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals  and 
classifications,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law,  the  lands  are  hereby 
opened  to  such  applications  and 


petitions  as  may  be  permitted.  All  such 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10:00  a.m.  on  August  15, 1980.  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  order  of  filing. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Nevada  State 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  300 
Booth  Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89509. 

Dated:  June  26, 1980. 

Virginia  A.  McCold, 

Acting  Chief.  Branch  of  Records  and  Data 
Management. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20141  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


National  Park  Service 

Gateway  National  Recreation  Area; 
Gateway  Advisory  Commission  Field 
Tour 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  the  members  of  the  Gateway 
National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission  will  meet  for  an  all  day 
field  tour  of  the  Units  of  Gateway 
National  Recreation  Area  on  Friday, 
August  8, 1980,  at  10:00  a.m.,  at  Building 
#69,  Headquarters,  Floyd  Bennett  Field, 
Brooklyn,  New  York. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub.  L.  92-592  to  meet  and  consult  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  general 
policies  and  specific  matters  relating  to 
the  development  of  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are: 

1.  Marian  Heiskell,  Chairman.  New  York. 
New  York 

2.  Alexander  J.  D.  Greeley,  New  York,  New 
York 

3.  Paul  Larson,  Lakewood.  New  Jersey 

4.  Robert  C.  Holmes,  Newark,  New  Jersey 

5.  Orin  Lehman,  Albany.  New  York 

6.  Gordon  Litwin,  Newark,  New  Jersey 

7.  Sheldon  Pollack,  New  York.  New  York 

8.  Jose  A.  Sanchez,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey 

9.  Ross  Sandler,  New  York,  New  York 

10.  Peter  M.  Rivera,  Bronx.  New  York 

The  field  tour  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  However,  there  will  be  no 
transportation  provided  for  the  general 
public.  Persons  wishing  to  participate, 
must  provide  their  own  transportation. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  field  tour,  may  contact 
Herbert  S.  Cables.  Jr.,  Superintendent, 
Gateway  National  Recreation  Area, 
Headquarters.  Building  #69,  Floyd 
Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn.  New  York 
11234,  (212)  630-0353. 
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Dated:  June  24, 1980. 

Robert  Nash, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20091  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Upper  Delaware  Citizens  Advisory 
Council;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Upper 
Delaware  Citizens  Advisory  Council 
will  be  held  at  7:00  p.m.,  July  25, 1980,  at 
the  Arlington  Hotel,  Narrowsburg,  New 
York.  The  Advisory  Council  was 
established  by  Pub.  L.  95-625,  Section 
704  (f)  to  encourage  maximum  public 
involvement  in  the  development  and 
implementation  of  plans  and  programs 
authorized  by  the  Act  and  section  noted 
above.  The  Council  is  to  meet  and  report 
to  the  Delaware  River  Basin 
Commission,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  and  to  the  Governors  of  New 
York  and  Pennsylvania  on  the 
preparation  of  a  management  plan  and 
on  programs  which  relate  to  land  and 
water  use  in  the  Upper  Delaware  region. 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include: 

1.  Implementation  of  Section  704  of 
the  National  Parks  and  Recreation  Act 
of  1978. 

2.  New  Business. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 
file  with  the  Council  a  written  statement 
concerning  the  matters  to  be  discussed. 
The  statement  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Council  c/o  Upper  Delaware 
National  Scenic  and  Recreational  River, 
Drawer  C,  Narrowsburg,  NY  12764. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
John  T.  Hutzky,  Area  Manager,  Upper 
Delaware  National  Scenic  and 
Recreational  River,  Drawer  C, 
Narrowsburg,  NY  12764,  phone  914-252- 
3947. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  temporary 
headquarters  of  the  Upper  Delaware 
National  Scenic  and  Recreational  River 
in  Narrowsburg,  NY. 

Dated:  June  23, 1980. 

John  W.  Bond, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20090  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail 
Advisory  Council;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Appalachian 
National  Scenic  Trail  Advisory  Council 
will  be  held  in  Mountain  Lake,  Virginia, 
on  August  22  and  23  from  9:00  am  to 
approximately  1:00  pm  each  day.  The 
agenda  of  the  meeting  will  include  a 
discussion  of  the  cooperative 
management  system  that  is  being 
established  among  the  Appalachian 
Trail  Conference  and  its  member  clubs 
and  their  government  partners  for 
management  of  the  Appalachian  Trail, 
along  with  discussions  of  trail  protection 
progress  and  the  comprehensive  plan  for 
the  trail.  The  Council  has  been  re¬ 
established  by  Pub.  L.  95-248  to  meet 
and  consult  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  on  general  policies  and  specific 
matters  relating  to  administration  of  the 
Appalachian  National  Scenic  Trail.  The 
Council  was  originally  established  by 
Pub.  L.  90-543. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  although  space  will  be  limited. 
Persons  will  be  accomodated  on  a  First- 
come,  first-served  basis.  Any  person 
may  file  with  the  Council  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  will 
wish  to  submit  written  statements,  may 
contact  David  A.  Richie,  Project 
Manager,  Appalachian  Trail  Project 
Office,  Harpers  Ferry  Center,  Harpers 
Ferry,  West  Virginia  05425,  at  Area 
Code  304-535-2346. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  four 
weeks  after  the  meeting  at  the  above 
address.  Copies  of  the  minutes  will  also 
be  available  from  the  Appalachian  Trail 
Office,  National  Park  Service,  15  State 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusettes  02109; 
Room  3120,  Interior  Building,  18th  and  C 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  DC  and  at  the 
Headquarters  of  the  Appalachian  Trail 
Conference,  Washington  Street,  Harpers 
Ferry,  West  Virginia. 

Dated:  June  27, 1980. 

David  A.  Richie, 

Project  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20210  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


Santa  Monica  Mountains  National 
Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Santa  Monica 
Mountains  National  Recreation  Area 


Advisory  Commission  will  be  held  at 
Colina  Elementary  School,  1500  Hillcrest 
Drive,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA.,  on 
Wednesday,  July  23, 1980  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Advisory  Commission  was 
established  by  Pub.  L.  95-625  to  provide 
for  free  exchange  of  ideas  between  the 
National  Park  Service  and  the  public 
and  to  facilitate  the  solicitation  of 
advice  or  other  counsel  from  members 
of  the  public  on  problems  pertinent  to 
the  National  Park  Service  in  Los 
Angeles  and  Ventura  Counties. 

Members  of  the  Commission  are  as 
follows: 

Dr.  Norman  P.  Miller,  Chairperson 

Honorable  Marvin  Braude 

Ms.  Sarah  Dixon 

Dr.  Henry  David  Gray 

Ms.  Mary  C.  Hernandez 

Mr.  Mike  Levett 

Ms.  Susan  Barr  Nelson 

Mr.  Carey  Peck 

Ms.  Marilyn  Whaley  Winters 

The  major  agenda  items  include  a 
status  report  of  Santa  Monica 
Mountains  National  Recreation  Area, 
discussion  of  procedures  and  by-laws, 
Interim  Management  and  Use 
Guidelines  Committee  report,  General 
Management  Plan  update,  and  Land 
Acquisition  update. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
member  of  the  public  may  file  with  the 
Commission  a  written  statement 
concerning  issues  to  be  discussed. 

Person  wishing  to  receive  further 
information  on  this  meeting  or  who  wish 
to  submit  written  statements  may 
contact  the  Superintendent,  Santa 
Monica  Mountains  National  Recreation 
Area,  23018  Ventura  Boulevard, 
Woodland  Hills,  CA  91364. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  by 
August  25, 1980  at  the  above  address. 

Dated:  June  27, 1980. 

Robert  S.  Chandler, 

Superintendent,  Santa  Monica  Mountains 
National  Recreation  Area. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20211  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

[Federal  Lease  No.  C-18820J 

Lone  Star  Steel  Co.,  Milton  Strip  Mine 
Extension,  Holmes  Tract  LeFlore 
County,  Okla.;  Notice  of  Pending 
Decision  To  Approve  Coal  Mining  and 
Reclamation  Plan 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
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action:  Notice  of  pending  decision  to 
approve  surface  coal  mining  and 
reclamation  plan  with  stipulations. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  Section  1506.6  of 
Title  40  and  Section  211.5  of  Title  30, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Region  IV  Office 
of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement  (OSM)  has  completed  a 
technical  and  environmental  review  of 
Lone  Star  Steel  Company’s  Milton  Strip 
Mine — Holmes  Tract  mining  and 
reclamation  plan  and  that  the  Regional 
Director  proposes  to  approve  the  plan 
with  stipulations.  Notice  of  availability 
of  Lone  Star  Steel  Company’s 
application  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  7, 1980,  45  FR  No.  47, 
p.  14942. 

Location  of  Lands 

Applicant:  Lone  Star  Steel  Company. 

Mine  Property  Name:  Milton  Strip  Mine — 

Holmes  Tract. 

State:  Oklahoma. 

County:  LeFlore. 

General  Description  of  Affected  Lands:  T.  8 

N.,  R.  24  E.,  WViNWy*.  Section  18. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
mine  plan  is  a  proposal  to  extend  an 
existing  operation  being  conducted  by 
the  Lone  Star  Steel  Company,  located 
approximately  3  miles  southwest  of 
Bokoshe,  Oklahoma  in  LeFlore  County. 
The  coal  is  in  two  seams  identified  as 
the  Hartshome  coal  of  the 
Pennsylvanian  Series.  The  proposed 
mine  plan  area  is  18.61  acres,  of  which  8 
acres  of  surface  would  be  disturbed  by 
mining.  Approximately  47,000  tons  will 
be  mined  for  one  year.  Coal  will  be 
trucked  one  mile  to  a  tipple  situated  on 
a  Lone  Star  Steel  owned  spur  of  the  KCS 
railroad. 

Based  on  a  mining  and  reclamation 
plan  submitted  to  OSM  to  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977, 
OSM  has  prepared  a  technical  analysis 
and  environmental  assessment.  From  its 
analyses,  OSM  has  determined  that  no 
significant  environmental  impacts  will 
occur  from  the  proposed  mining 
operation. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  based  on  OSM  staff 
analysis  of  the  mining  and  reclamation 
plan  and  the  reviews  of  other  State  and 
Federal  agencies,  the  Regional  Director, 
Region  IV,  OSM,  proposes  to  approve 
with  stipulations  Lone  Star  Steel 
Company's  mining  and  reclamation  plan 
for  the  Milton  Strip  Mine — Holmes 
Tract.  Any  person  having  an  interest  # 
that  may  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
proposed  approval  may  request,  in 
writing,  a  public  meeting. 

The  Regional  Director’s  final  decision 
will  be  based  on  the  OSM  staff  review. 


and  the  recommendations  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  the  Geological 
Survey,  the  Oklahoma  Department  of 
Mines,  and  any  public  comments 
received  on  or  before  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

DATES:  All  requests  for  a  public  meeting 
must  be  made  on  or  before  July  28, 1980. 
No  decision  on  the  plan  will  be  made  by 
the  Regional  Director  prior  to  20  days 
after  publication  of  this  Notice. 
ADDRESSES:  The  technical  analysis, 
environmental  assessment  and 
proposed  stipulations  are  available  on 
request  from  the  Office  of  Surface 
Mining,  Region  IV.  Any  comments  on 
the  proposed  approval  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Regional  Director, 
Region  IV,  Office  of  Surface  Mining,  818 
Grand  Avenue,  Scarritt  Building,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  E.  Dawes,  Assistant  Regional 
Director,  Technical  Services  and 
Research,  Office  of  Surface  Mining, 
Region  IV,  818  Grand  Avenue,  Scarritt 
Building,  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 
Telephone:  816/374-5109  or  FTS  758- 
5109. 

Raymond  L.  Lowrie, 

Regional  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20256  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-05-M 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 
IINT-FES  80-18] 

Animas-La  Plata  Project,  Colorado- 
New  Mexico;  Notice  of  Availability  of 
Final  Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  120(2){C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental 
statement  on  the  proposed  Animas-La 
Plata  Project,  which  would  develop 
water  for  use  in  southwestern  Colorado 
and  northwestern  New  Mexico.  Water 
would  be  diverted  and  stored  for  the 
irrigation  of  Indian  and  non-Indian  land, 
for  municipal  and  industrial  use  in 
several  communities,  and  for  the 
development  of  resources  on  the 
Southern  Ute  and  Ute  Mountain  Indian 
Reservations.  In  addition,  the  project 
would  benefit  reservoir  fisheries  and 
recreation  and  mitigate  for  losses  of 
wildlife  habitat  and  cultural  resources. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Affairs,  Room  7622,  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service,  Washington,  DC 
20240,  Telephone:  (202)  343-4991. 


Division  of  Management  Support, 
General  Services,  Library  Section,  D- 
950,  Engineering  and  Research  Center, 
Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver,  CO 
80225,  Telephone:  (303)  234-3019. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Water 
and  Power  Resources  Service,  Federal 
Building,  125  South  State  Street,  Salt 
Lake,  UT  84147,  Telephone:  (801)  524- 
5404. 

Durango  Project  Office,  Water  and 
Power  Resources  Service,  P.O.  Box  640, 
835  Second  Avenue,  Durango,  CO  81301. 

Single  copies  of  the  statement  may  be 
obtained  on  request  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service,  Washington,  DC  or 
the  Regional  Director,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah.  Copies  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  in  libraries  in  the  project 
vicinity. 

Dated:  July  1, 1980. 

James  H.  Rathlesberger, 

Special  Assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20121  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-40-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Transportation  of  Used  Household 
Goods  in  Connection  With  a  Pack-and- 
Crate  Operation  on  Behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense;  Special 
Certificate  Letter  Notice(s) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  used  household 
goods,  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government,  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 
on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
under  the  Direct  Procurement  Method  or 
the  Through  Government  Bill  of  Lading 
Method  under  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1056.40) 
promulgated  in  “Pack-and-Crate” 
operations  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-115, 131 
M.C.C.  20  (1978). 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  verified 
statement  in  opposition  (limited  to 
argument  and  evidence  concerning 
applicant’s  fitness)  may  be  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  on  or 
before  July  28, 1980.  A  copy  must  also  be 
served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Opposition  to  the 
applicant’s  participation  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

If  applicant  is  not  otherwise  informed 
by  the  Commission,  operations  may 
commence  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
„  its  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  subject 
to  its  tariff  publication  effective  date. 


45704 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  131  /  Monday,  July  7,  1980  /  Notices 


HG-13-80  (Special  certificate — used 
household  goods),  filed  April  14, 1980. 
Applicant:  KEDNEY  MOVING  & 
STORAGE  COMPANY,  11  Second 
Street,  N.E.,  P.O.  Box  1736,  Minot,  ND 
58701.  Representative:  William  R.  Spicer 
(address  same  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought:  Between  points  in  Divide,  Burke, 
Renville,  Bottineau,  Rolette,  Towner, 
Williams,  Mountrail,  Ward,  McHenry, 
Pierce,  Benson,  McKenzie,  McClean, 
Sheridan,  Wells,  Golden  Valley,  Billings, 
Dunn,  Mercer,  Oliver,  Burleigh,  Kidder, 
Stark,  Morton,  Slope,  Hettinger,  Grant, 
Emmons,  Logan,  Bowman,  Adams, 

Sioux,  and  McIntosh  Counties,  ND, 
serving  Minot  Air  Force  Base,  ND. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20215  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-0 1-M 


[Volume  No.  19] 

Petitions,  Applications,  Finance 
Matters  (including  Temporary 
Authorities),  Alternate  Route 
Deviations,  Intrastate  Applications, 
Gateways,  and  Pack  &  Crate 

Petitions  For  Modification, 

Interpretation  or  Reinstatement  of  Motor 
Carrier  Operating  Rights  Authority 

Notice 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority, 
or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g., 
Ml  F,  M2  F)  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 


supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  indentity 
of  those  supporting,  the  application  is 
not  included  in  the  published 
application  notice,  has  solicited  traffic 
or  business  identical  to  any  part  of  that 
sought  by  applicant  within  the  affect 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  80277. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

MC  21763  and  Sub-2(MlF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  licenses), 
filed  February  29, 1980.  Petitioner: 
ALLIED  BUS  CORPORATION,  d.b.a. 
ALLIED  TOURS,  165  West  46th  St..  New 
York,  NY  10036.  Representative:  S. 
Harrison  Kahn,  Suite  733-Investment 
Bldg.,  1511  K  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Petitioner  holds  a  brokers  license 
in  MC-21763,  issued  October  13, 1959,  in 
the  name  of  Allied  Bus  Corp.,  to  engage 
in  operations  at  New  York,  NY,  to 
arrange  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round- 
trip  charter  operations,  from  New  York, 
NY,  points  on  Long  Island,  NY,  and 
those  in  NY  and  NJ  within  30  miles  of 
Columbus  Circle,  New  York,  NY,  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  return;  and  in  MC-21763  Sub  2, 
issued  January  27, 1976,  issued  in  the 
name  of  Allied  Bus  Corp,  to  engage  in 
operations  at  New  York,  NY  and  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  to  arrange  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  all  expense  tours,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.  (including  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  passengers  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  to  or  from  a  foreign 
country. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  licenses  as  follows: 


To  engage  in  authorized  broker 
activities  of  motor  carrier  passenger 
transportation  at  New  York,  NY,  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CA,  Dallas, 
TX,  and  Miami,  FL,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (including  AK  and  HI). 

MC  125808  (Sub-1  (M2F))  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  April  25, 1980.  Petitioner:  AAACON 
AUTO  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  230  West 
41st  St.,  New  York,  NY  10036. 
Representative:  Ralph  ).  Zola,  228  West 
41st  St.,  New  York,  NY  10036.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  125808  (Sub-1)  issued 
December  23, 1966,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
used  passenger  automobiles,  in 
driveway  service,  in  secondary 
movements,  with  or  without  baggage, 
personal  effects,  and  sporting 
equipment,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
including  AK,  but  excluding  HI, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
any  traffic  (1)  having  a  prior  movement 
by  rail  or  water,  (2)  moving  on 
government  bills  of  lading,  or  (3)  moving 
to  automobile  dealers. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  commodity 
description  by  deleting  the  word  “used”. 

MC  128273(M-1F)  et  al.  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificates), 
filed  December  18, 1979.  Petitioner: 
MIDWESTERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  189,  Fort  Scott.  KS  66701. 
Representative:  Elden  Corban  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  authority,  issued 
in  MC  128273  and  subs  thereto,  which 
authorizes  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  as  follows:  (1)  MC  128273,  issued 
September  12, 1967.  (1)  Treated  posts 
and  poles,  and  (2)  untreated  posts  and 
poles,  when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle 
and  at  the  same  time  with  treated  posts 
and  poles  described  in  (1)  above,  From 
Dennison,  TX,  to  points  in  CO,  IA,  KS, 
OK,  NE,  ND,  and  SD,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return,  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(2)  MC  128273  (Sub-1)  issued  May  17, 
1967.  Animal  feed  (except  in  bulk)  From 
the  plantsite  at  or  near  Golden  Meadow, 
LA,  and  storage  facilities  at  or  near 
Lockport,  LA,  or  Lipton  Pet  Foods,  Inc., 
to  points  in  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ,  ND, 
SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  IA,  MO,  WI 
and  EL,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (3)  MC  128273 
(Sub-2)  issued  November  26, 1968. 
Defluorinated phosphate  From  the 
plantsites  of  the  Hooker  Chemical  Co., 
at  or  near  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  AR, 
CO,  IA,  KS.  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND,  SD,  OK 
and  WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
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otherwise  authorized.  (4)  MC  128273 
(Sub-6)  issued  August  7, 1968.  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  (1)  From  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Olinkraft,  Inc.,  at  Monore 
and  West  Monroe,  LA,  to  points  in  CO, 

IL  (except  Chicago  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  except  points  in  IL 
within  the  commercial  zone  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  as  defined  by  the  Commission),  IN 
(except  points  in  IN  within  the 
commercial  zone  of  Chicago,  EL.  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  LA  KS 
(except  points  in  KS  within  the 
commercial  zone  of  Kansu  City,  MO,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  MO 
(except  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  MO, 
and  points  in  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  NE,  OK 
and  WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (2)  From  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Sterling  Pulp  and  Paper  Company  at  Eau 
Claure,  WI,  Flambeau  Paper  Company 
at  Park  Falls,  WI,  Badger  Paper  Mills  at 
Peshtigo,  WI,  Consolidated  Paper 
Company  at  Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI, 
Thilmany  Pulp  and  Paper  Company  at 
Kaukauna,  WI,  and  Charmin  Division  of 
Proctor  &  Gamble  Company  at  Green 
Bay,  WI,  to  points  in  AL,  LA  NM,  AZ, 

NE,  MS,  TN  (except  Memphis  and  points 
in  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  KY  (except  Louisville  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  and  except  points  in 
KY  within  the  commercial  zone  of 
Cincinnati,  OH,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MO  (except  Kansas  City 
and  St.  Louis  and  points  in  their 
commercial  zones,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  TX,  KS  (except  points  in 
KS  within  Kansas  City,  MO  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 

OK  and  AR  (except  points  within  AR 
within  the  Memphis,  TN,  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  states.  (5)  MC  128273  (Sub-8) 
issued  July  12, 1968.  Diammonium 
Phosphate,  in  bulk,  From  Depue,  Colfax, 
and  Riverdale,  IL,  and  Des  Moines,  LA 
to  points  in  IL,  IA,  IN,  MI,  OH,  WI.  MO, 
KS,  NE,  SD,  ND  and  MN.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsites  or  warehouse  facilities 
of  the  New  Jersey  Zinc  Company  and 


destined  to  points  in  the  above-named 
states.  (6)  MC  128273  (Sub-9)  issued 
November  26, 1968.  Dry  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials.  From  the  plantsite 
of  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Henry,  IL,  to  points  in  LA  IN,  KY,  MI. 

MN,  MO,  OH  and  WI,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(7)  MC  128273  (Sub-11)  issued  November 
26, 1968.  Dry  fertilizer.  From  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Smith- 
Douglas  Division,  the  Borden  Chemical 
Company,  at  Texas  City,  TX,  to  points  in 
AR,  IL,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  MT,  ND.  OK. 

SD  and  WI,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (8)  MC  128273 
(Sub-12)  issued  August  22, 1968. 
Insecticides, -herbicides  and  fungicides, 
in  packages,  and  dry  fertilizer  and  dry 
fertilizer  materials,  From  the  plantsite  of 
the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Faustina 
Works)  near  Donaldsonville,  LA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  MS,  MO,  OK,  TN  and 
TX.  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-described 
plantsite  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
above-named  states.  (9)  MC  128273 
(Sub-14)  issued  September  27, 1968.  (1) 
Paper  and  paper  products,  products 
produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment).  Between 
the  sites  of  the  plant  and  storage 
facilities  of  the  Nekoosa-Edwards  Paper 
Company  in  Little  River  County,  AR,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  SD,  ND,  NM,  CO, 

LA  MS,  AL,  TN,  KY,  MO,  IA,  MN.  WI. 

IL,  IN,  MI,  OH.  PA  and  NY.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  origins  indicated  and 
destined  to  the  destinations  specified. 
(10)  MC  128273  (Sub-16)  issued  July  3, 
1968.  Paper  and  paper  products.  From 
ports  on  the  Arkansas  River  in 
Arkansas,  to  points  in  OK  and  CO,  those 
in  that  part  of  TX  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Hwy.  80  (except  points  in  the 
commercial  zones  of  Fort  Worth,  Dallas 
and  Texarkana,  TX,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  points  in  MO  (except 
points  in  the  commercial  zones  of  St. 
Louis  and  Kansas  City,  MO,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  and  those  in  KS 
(except  those  in  the  commercial  zone  of 


Kansas  City,  KS,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission)  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (11)  MC  128273 
(Sub-17)  issued  August  26, 1969.  (This 
certificate  also  embraces  those 
operations  authorized  in  MC  128273 
(Sub-18)  Plastic  Twine,  From  New 
Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  AR,  OK,  CO, 

KS,  MO,  IL.  NE.  LA.  SD,  WY,  MN,  ND 
and  MT,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  above  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
shipments  destined  to  points  in  the 
commercial  zones  of  St  Louis,  MO,  and 
Chicago  and  Alton,  EL,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  Twine,  From  New  Orleans, 
LA,  to  points  in  WV,  VA  NC,  SC,  GA 
AL,  MS,  TN  and  ML  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
immediately  above  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  shipments 
destined  to  points  in  the  commercial 
zone  of  Memphis,  TN,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  From  New  Orleans,  LA,  to 
.  points  in  WI,  IN,  OH  and  KY,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
immediately  above  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  shipments 
destined  to  the  Chicago,  IL,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission.  (12) 
MC  128273  (Sub-19)  issued  June  11, 1968. 
Sisal  products  (except  sisal  cloth),  From 
Houston,  TX,  and  New  Orleans,  LA,  to 
points  in  OK,  AR,  CO,  KS,  MO,  IL,  NE, 
IA  SD,  WY,  MN,  ND  and  MT,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return,  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  shipments  destined  to 
points  in  the  commercial  zones  of  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  Chicago  and  Alton,  IL, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission.  (13)  MC 
128273  (Sub-20)  issued  June  11, 1968. 
Sugar,  in  bags  or  packages,  from  New 
Orleans,  Gramercy,  Houma,  Mathews, 
Reserve  and  Supreme,  LA,  to  points  in 
IL  (except  Chicago  and  the  commercial 
zone  thereof,  as  defined  by  the  * 
Commission),  IN,  LA,  KS,  KY  (except 
Louisville  and  the  Commercial  zone 
thereof,  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
MO  (except  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis 
and  the  respective  commercial  zones 
thereof  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
OH  and  TN  (except  Memphis  and  the 
commercial  zone  thereof  as  defined  by 
the  Commission),  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  points  in 
Arkansas  to  Gramercy,  Mathews,  New 
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Orleans,  Reserve,  Southdown  and 
Supreme,  LA.  (14)  MC  128273  (Sub-21) 
issued  June  6, 1969.  Rubber  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Vicksburg, 

MS,  to  points  in  CA,  CT,  GA,  IA,  KY,  MI, 
NC,  SC,  and  TN;  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  processing  of 
rubber  (except  comriiodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  states  to  Vicksburg,  MS.  (15) 
MC  128273  (Sub-25)  issued  April  28, 

1969.  Flowable  materials  handling 
equipment,  and  flowable  materials 
processing  equipment,  grain  drying, 
processing  and  storage  equipment, 
power  transmission  equipment,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  of  the 
above-described  articles,  between  Fort 
Scott  and  La  Cygne,  KS,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  die  other,  points  in  the 
United  states  (except  AK  and  HI).  Metal 
buildings,  metal  canopies,  metal  panels, 
metal  windows,  metal  doors,  metal 
extrusions,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
of  the  above-described  articles,  between 
Fort  Scott,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Restriction:  The 
service  authorized  herein  is  subject  to 
the  following  conditions:  Said 
operations  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffics  originating  at 
the  above-named  point  or  points  and 
destined  to  the  respective  above-named 
destination  points.  Said  operations  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  (16)  MC  128273 
(Sub-26)  issued  April  28, 1969.  Signs, 
sign  parts  and  accessories  therefor, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Universal 
Unlimited,  Inc.,  at  Glen  Cove,  Long 
Island,  NY,  to  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS.  KY,  LA,  MN,  MI,  MS, 
MO,  MT,  NE,  NM,  NV,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  UT,  WA.  WI,  and  WY,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(17)  MC  128273  (Sub-27)  issued  August 
19, 1969.  Automobile  cleansing  devices, 
from  Siloam  Springs,  AR,  Fort  Scott,  KS, 
and  Kansas  City,  MO,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
Siloam  Springs,  AR,  Fort  Scott,  KS,  and 
Kansas  City.  MO.  (18)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
29)  issued  November  26, 1968.  Furniture 
parts,  from  points  in  MN,  to  points  in 
AL,  AR,  GA,  MS  and  OK,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(19)  MC  128273  (Sub-31)  issued  April  28, 
1969.  (1)  Candy  and  confectionery 
products,  except  in  bulk,  and  (2) 


advertising  materials  and  premium 
merchandise,  moving  in  mixed  loads 
with  candy  and  confectionery  products, 
except  commodities  in  bulk,  and  (3) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and/or  distribution  of 
candy  and  confectionery  products, 
except  commodities  in  bulk,  between 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Reed  Candy  Company  located  at  or  near 
Campbellsville,  KY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CA, 
CO,  CT,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IL,  IN  (except 
Anderson,  Evansville,  Fort  Wayne, 
Indanapolis  and  Marion),  IA,  KS,  LA, 

MA,  Ml  (except  Detroit,  Flint,  Lansing, 
Pontiac  and  Saginaw),  MN,  MS,  MO, 

MT,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  NV,  NM.  NC,  OH 
(except  Cincinnati  and  Dayton),  OK  OR, 
PA,  SC,  SD,  TN  (except  Memphis  and 
Knoxville),  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI,  WY  and 

ND.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  orginating  at  or 
destined  to  the  plantsites  or  storage 
facilities  of  Reed  Candy  Company  at  or 
near  Campbellsville,  KY.  (20)  MC  128273 
(Sub-32)  issued  April  28, 1969.  Paper  and 
paper  products,  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Company 
located  at  or  near  Wickliffe,  KY,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
IA,  KS,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI.  MN,  MS, 

MO,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  ND.  OH,  OK,  PA, 

RI,  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX.  VT,  VA,  WV,  WI.  ' 
NH  and  DC;  and  Materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  processing 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
destination  points  specified  herein  to  the 
plantsite  of  West  Virginia  Pulp  and 
Paper  Company  located  at  or  near 
Wickliffe,  KY.  (21)  MC  128273  (Sub-37) 
issued  April  16, 1970.  Clay  and  clay 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  Paris, 

TN,  and  Olmsted,  IL,  to  points  in  OK, 

AR,  MO.  IA,  MN,  WI,  IN,  OH,  KY,  AL, 
MS,  PA  and  MI,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Paris,  TN,  to 
points  in  IL,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Olmsted,  IL, 
to  points  in  TN,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (22)  MC  128273 
(Sub-39)  issued  October  2, 1969.  Paper, 
paper  products  and  pulpboard,  from 
Savannah,  GA,  to  points  in  MS,  LA,  TX, 
OK,  AR,  MO,  KS,  NE,  IA,  MN,  WI,  IL 
(except  Chicago,  IL,  and  its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
points  in  IN  south  of  U.S.  Hwy.  40 
(except  points  in  the  Indianapolis,  IN, 
commercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  points  in  MI  north  of  State 
Hwy.  21,  and  KY  (except  Louisville  and 
its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
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Commission,  and  points  in  KY  which  are 
within  the  commercial  zone  of 
Cincinnati,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  the  millsite 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation  in  Autauga 
County,  AL,  to  points  in  MS,  LA,  TX, 

OK,  AR,  MO,  KS,  NE,  IA.  MN,  WI,  IL 
(except  Chicago,  IL,  and  its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission),  IN 
(except  Indianapolis,  IN,  and  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MI  and  KY  (except 
Louisville,  KY,  and  it  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
points  in  KY  within  the  commercial  zone 
of  Cincinnati,  OH,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (23)  MC  128273 
(Sub-40)  issued  July  30, 1969.  Paper,  from 
points  in  Talladega  County,  AL,  to 
points  in  AR,  KS,  LA,  MO,  NE,  OK  and 
TX;  and  Materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper,  except  commodities  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  AR,  KS,  LA,  MO,  NE,  OK  and 
TX,  to  points  in  Talladega  County,  Al. 

(24)  MC  128273  (Sub-41)  issued  April  6, 
1970.  Urea  and  urea  products,  dry,  from 
the  site  of  the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  plant 
at  or  near  Donaldsonville,  LA,  (Faustina 
Works)  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  LA,  KS,  MO 
(except  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO-East 
St.  Louis,  IL,  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  NE,  OK  and  TX 
(except  points  in  Harris,  Montgomery, 
Galveston,  Fort  Bend,  Brazoria,  Liberty, 
Chambers  and  Waller  Counties,  TX), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  Fertilizer,  fertilizer 
materials  and  ingredients,  urea  and 
urea  products,  dry,  having  a  prior 
movement  by  rail  or  water,  from  the 
terminal  and  storage  facilities  of  Gulf 
Oil  Corporation  and  Occidental 
Chemical  Company  located  in  the 
Kansas  City,  MO-Kansas  City,  KS, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  points  in  AR,  IA,  KS, 

MO  (except  the  St.  Louis,  MO-East  St. 
Louis,  IL,  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission),  NE  and  OK,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  the  terminal  and  storage  facilities 
of  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  and  Occidental 
Chemical  Company  in  Cairo  and  Peoria, 
IL,  to  points  in  IL  (except  points  in  IL  in 
the  St.  Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  KY,  IN  and  TN,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Fertilizer,  fertilizer  materials  and 
ingredients,  urea  and  urea  products,  dry, 
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in  packages,  from  Little  Rock,  Pine  Bluff, 
and  Fort  Smith,  AR,  to  points  in  AR,  IL, 
IA,  KS,  MS,  MO  (except  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 

NE,  OK,  TN  and  TX  (except  points  in 
Harris,  Montgomery,  Galveston,  Fort 
Bend,  Brazoria,  Liberty,  Chambers  and 
Waller  Counties,  TX),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  terminal  and 
storage  facilities  in  Sikeston,  MO,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN.  KY  and  TN,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  authorities  granted  herein  may  not 
be  joined  one  to  the  other  or  joined  with 
authority  now  held  by  Midwestern 
Distribution,  Inc.,  for  the  purpose  of 
performing  through  operations.  (25)  MC 
128273  (Sub-42),  issued  November  2, 

1970.  Paper  and  paper  products,  From 
points  in  Little  River  County,  AR,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  MT,  NV,  OR,  UT, 
WA  and  WY;  From  points  in  Portage 
and  Wood  Counties,  WI,  to  points  in 
AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR,  UT, 
WA  and  WY;  and  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  From 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  MT,  NV,  OR,  UT, 
WAand  WY,  to  Little  River  County,  AR. 
From  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM, 
NV.  OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY  to  points  in 
Wood  and  Portage  Counties,  WI.  (26) 

MC  128273  (Sub-43),  issued  May  19, 

1975.  Printing,  coated  and  writing  paper, 
From  the  plantsite  of  Potlatch 
Corporation,  at  Brainerd  and  Cloquet, 
MN,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO, 

FL,  GA,  ID,  IL,  (except  points  in  that  part 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy.  24),  IN  (except  points 
in  that  part  north  of  U.S.  Hwy.  24),  IA, 
KS,  KY,  LA,  MS.  MO.  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM, 
NC.  OH.  OK,  OR,  SC,  TN,  TX,  UT,  VA, 
WA,  WV  and  WY,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Printing  paper.  From  the  plantsites  of 
Bergstrom  Paper  Company  at  Neenah, 
WI,  to  points  in  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ. 
UT.  ID,  WA.  OR,  NV  and  CA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(27)  MC  128273  (Sub-44),  issued  May  19, 
1975.  Paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Olinkraft,  Inc.,  at  Monroe  and  West 
Monroe.  LA,  to  Kansas  City,  MO,  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Chicago,  IL,  and  points  in 
AL.  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ID, 


KY,  ME,  MD.  MA.  MI,  MN,  MS,  MT,  NV, 
NH,  NM.  NJ.  NY.  NC.  ND,  OH,  OR,  PA, 

RIj  SC,  SD.  TN.  TX.  UT,  VT,  VA.  WA. 

WV,  WI  and  DC,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (28)  MC  128273 
(Sub-46),  issued  April  9, 1970.  Paper  and 
paper  products,  products  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
con  verters  of  paper  and  paper  products  . 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
above-named  commodities  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  except  commodities  in 
bulk),  From  the  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  the  Hammermill 
Paper  Company  in  Erie  County,  PA,  to 
Selma,  AL,  and  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA, 

CO,  ID,  IL.  IA.  KS.  LA,  MN,  MS,  MO, 

MT,  NE,  NV,  NM.  ND.  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX, 
UT,  WA.  WI  and  WY.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  Selma.  AL,  and  points  in  AZ,  AR, 
CA,  CO.  ID.  IL.  IA,  KS.  LA,  MN,  MS, 

MO,  MT.  NE.  NV.  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD, 
TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY,  to  the  plantsites 
and  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
Hammermill  Paper  Company  in  Erie 
County,  PA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  origin 
points  and  destined  to  the  above-named 
respective  destination  point  or  points. 
(29)  MC  128273  (Sub-47),  issued 
December  17, 1979.  Cooling  towers  and 
fluid  coolers,  parts  thereof,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
construction  and  installation  of  cooling 
towers  and  fluid  coolers,  From  Olathe, 
KS,  and  points  in  San  Joaquin  County, 
CA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities,  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  to  points  in 
ND,  SD,  MN.  WI,  and  those  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  MI.  (30)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
48),  issued  February  9, 1970. 
Reconstituted  leaf  tobacco,  in 
containers.  From  Spotswood,  NJ,  to  St. 
Louis,  MO,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (31)  MC  128273 
(Sub-49),  issued  May  19, 1975.  Paper  and 
paper  products.  From  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation,  located  at  Fullerton,  CA, 
and  Simpson  Lee  Paper  Company, 


located  at  Anderson,  CA,  and  Northwest 
Paper  Company  and  its  parent 
corporation,  Potlatch  Corporation, 
located  at  Pomona,  CA,  to  points  in  AZ, 
AR.  CO,  ID.  IL.  IN,  IA.  KS,  LA,  MI,  MN. 
MO,  MT.  NE.  NV,  NM.  ND,  OH,  OK,  OR, 
SD,  TX,  UT.  WA.  WI  and  WY.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  points  in  Marinette  County,  WI,  to 
points  in  CA.  NV,  UT  and  WY,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper  t 
and  paper  products.  From  Brainerd  and 
Cloquet,  MN,  and  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN, 

IA,  KS,  LA,  MI.  MO.  NE,  OH.  OK.  TX, 

WI  and  WY,  to  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation,  located  at  Fullerton,  CA. 
and  Simpson  Lee  Paper  Company, 
located  at  Anderson.  CA,  and  Northwest 
Paper  Company  and  its  parent' 
corporation,  Potlatch  Corporation, 
located  at  Pomona,  CA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Woodpulp  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  paper  and  paper 
products.  From  points  in  CO,  ID,  MT, 

NV.  NM,  SD,  ND.  OR.  UT.  WA,  AZ  and 
MN  (except  Brainerd  and  Cloquet),  to 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Kimberly-Clark  Corporation,  located  at 
Fullerton,  CA,  and  Simpson  Lee  Paper 
Company,  located  at  Anderson,  CA,  and 
Northwest  Paper  Company  and  its 
parent  corporation.  Potlatch 
Corporation,  located  at  Pomona,  CA, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  subject  to  the 
following  conditions:  Said  operations 
are  restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  commodities  in  bulk.  Said  operations 
are  restricted  against  tacking  with  other 
authority  held  by  the  carrier.  (32)  MC 
128273  (Sub-50),  issued  September  28, 
1970.  (1)  Cellulose  materials  and 
products,  paper  and  paper  products,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above  (except  all  such  commodities  in 
bulk):  Between  the  plantsite  of  Charmin 
Paper  Products  Co.  near  Neely's 
Landing,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  TN  (except  Memphis, 
TN,  and  points  in  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  AL,  MS, 

AR  (except  Blytheville,  Armorel, 
Huffman  and  Barfield,  and  points  in 
their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  points  in  AR 
within  the  Memphis.  TN,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
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LA.  TX.  OK,  KS.  NE,  CO,  NM,  AZ,  UT. 
NV  and  CA.  (33)  MC  128273  (Sub-52), 
issued  August  7. 1970.  Plastic  pipe, 
plastic  tubing,  plastic  conduit,  plastic 
mouldings,  valves,  fittings,  compounds, 
joint  sealer,  bonding  cement,  thinner, 
vinyl  building  products  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  of  such  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  From 
McPherson,  KS,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  Waco,  TX,  to  points  in  FL,  GA,  AL, 
MS,  LA.  TN,  AR,  OK,  KS,  CO.  NM,  AZ, 
UT,  NV  and  CA,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (34)  MC  128273 
(Sub-53),  issued  April  15, 1970.  Plastic 
pipe,  cement  asbestos  pipe,  fittings, 
compounds,  joint  sealer,  bonding 
cement,  plastic  siding  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  of 
plastic  and  plastic  products,  From  the 
plantsite  of  CertainTeed  Products 
Corporation  at  Social  Circle,  GA,  to 
points  in  TX,  LA,  AR,  MO,  IA.  MN,  WI. 
KY,  TN.  MS,  FL,  ME.  NH  and  VT,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(35)  MC  128273  (Sub-54),  issued  May  24, 
1971.  Paper  and  paper  articles.  From  the 
facilities  of  International  Paper 
Company  at  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  to  points  in 
AL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA.  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MS, 
MO.  OK.  TN,  TX  and  WI;  and  Returned 
shipments  of  paper  and  paper  articles, 
From  points  in  AL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS, 

KY,  LA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  OK,  TN,  TX  and 
WI  to  the  facilities  of  International 
Paper  Company  at  Pine  Bluff,  AR. 
Restriction:  Restricted  against  the 
joinder  or  tacking  of  the  authority 
granted  herein  with  that  otherwise  held 
by  carrier  so  as  to  perform  a  through 
transportation  service.  (36)  MC  128273 
(Sub-56),  issued  March  29, 1971.  Animal 
feed,  in  containers,  From  New  Orleans, 
LA,  to  points  in  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ, 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  IA,  MO, 
WI,  IL,  CA,  OR,  UT  and  WA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  Golden  Meadow,  LA,  to  points  in 
CA,  OR,  UT  and  WA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(37)  MC  128273  (Sub-57),  issued  March 
18, 1975.  Paper  and  paper  products. 

From  Hamilton,  OH,  to  points  in  AZ, 

AR,  CA  CO,  IA  KS  (except  Kansas  City 
and  Wichita,  KS,  and  points  within  their 
commercial  zones  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  KY  (except  Louisville,  KY, 
and  points  within  its  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission),  LA 
(except  New  Orleans  and  Baton  Rouge, 
LA,  and  points  within  their  commercial 


zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 

MO  (except  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  the  commercial  zone 
of  Kansas  City,  KS,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MT,  NV,  NE,  NM,  ND,  OK 
(except  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  OK, 
and  points  within  their  commercial 
zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 

OR,  SD,  TX  (except  Dallas,  Fort  Worth, 
San  Antonio,  and  Houston,  TX,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  UT,  WA, 
WY,  IL  (except  points  in  that  part  of  IL 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy,  36  and  points 
in  the  commercial  zone  of  St.  Louis,  MO, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission),  and  MN 
(except  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul  MN, 
and  points  within  their  commerical 
zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  . 
NC  and  SC,  and  From  Watervliet,  MI,  to 
points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  KY 
(except  Lousiville,  KY,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  LA,  MN  (except 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  MS,  MO 
(except  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MT,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK, 

OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA.  WY,  AL.  GA,  FL, 
NC,  SC,  TN  and  IL  (except  points  in  IL 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy.  36  and  points 
in  the  St.  Louis,  MO,  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission);  and 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  paper 
products. 

From  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  IA,  KS 
(except  Kansas  City  and  Wichita,  KS, 
and  points  within  their  commercial 
zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 

KY  (except  Louisville,  KY,  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  LA  (except  Baton  Rouge 
and  New  Orleans,  LA,  and  points  within 
their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission),  MO  (except  St.  Louis, 
MO,  and  points  in  its  commercial  zone 
and  the  commercial  zone  of  Kansas 
City,  KS,  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
MT,  NV.  NE,  NM,  ND,  OK  (except 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  OK,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  OR,  SD,  TX 
(except  Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  San  Antonio 
and  Houston,  TX,  and  points  within 
their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission).  UT,  WA,  WY,  IL 
(except  points  in  that  part  of  IL  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy  36,  and  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  of  St.  Louis,  MO,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  and  MN 
(except  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul  MN, 
and  points  within  their  commercial 
zones  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
NC,  SC,  and  Selma,  AL,  to  plantsites 


and  storage  facilities  of  Hammermill 
Paper  Company,  including  its  Beckett 
Paper  Company  division  of  Hamilton, 

OH.  From  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID, 
KS,  KY  (except  Louisville,  KY,  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  LA,  MN,  (except 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  MS,  MO 
(except  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MT,  NV.  NM,  ND,  OK, 

OR.  SD,  TX,  UT.  WA,  WY,  AL,  GA,  FL, 
NC,  SC,  TN  and  IL  (except  points  in  that 
part  of  IL  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  36 
and  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  to  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Watervliet  Paper  Company, 
Inc.,  at  Watervliet,  MI.  Restriction: 
Service  from  Hamilton,  OH,  is  restricted 
to  movement  of  traffic  that  originates  at 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Hammermill  Paper  Company,  including 
its  Beckett  Paper  Company,  and  which 
is  destined  to  points  in  the  above- 
specified  destination  territories;  and 
service  from  Watervliet,  MI,  is  restricted 
to  movement  of  traffic  that  originates  at 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Watervliet  Paper  Company,  Inc.,  and 
which  is  destined  to  points  in  the  above- 
specified  destination  territories.  Paper 
and  paper  products.  From  Lock  Haven, 

PA,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IL, 
IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE, 

NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT, 
WA,  WY  and  Selma,  AL;  and  Materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  paper  products,  From  the 
destination  states  named  in  the 
authority  immediately  above,  to  Lock 
Haven,  PA.  (38)  MC  128273  Sub  58, 
issued  January  10, 1972.  Woodpulp, 
paper,  paper  products,  From  the 
plantsites  of  Southland  Paper  Mills,  Inc., 
at  Herty  and  Sheldon,  TX,  to  points  in 
AL,  AZ.  AR.  CA,  CO,  DE,  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN, 
IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI.  MN,  MS,  MO. 
NE,  NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC,  ND,  OH,  OK,  PA, 
SC,  SD,  TN,  VA,  WV  and  WI,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  newsprint  from  Herty, 
TX,  to  points  in  KS  and  OK.  (39)  MC 
128273  Sub  59,  issued  June  26, 1972. 

Agricultural  pesticides  and  organic 
phosphate  compound  mixtures,  in 
containers.  From  the  facilities  of 
Chemagro  Corporation  at  Randolph,  WI, 
and  Wyoming,  Mendota  and  Peoria,  IL, 
to  points  in  IN,  TX,  NM,  CO,  AL,  GA,  FL, 
SC  and  NC,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  the  facilities 
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of  Chemagro  Corporation  at  Winnsboro 
and  Opelousas,  LA,  and  West  Helena, 
AR,  to  points  in  LA,  MO,  AR,  KS,  I  A, 

NE,  WI,  MN,  ND,  SD,  IL  IN,  OK,  KY. 

TN,  TX,  NM,  CO,  MS,  AL  GA,  FL  SC 
and  NC,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (40)  MC  128273 
Sub  61,  issued  September  24, 1971. 

Lumber  and  particleboard,  From 
Huttig,  AR,  and  Lillie  and  Winnfield, 

LA,  to  points  in  ND,  SC,  NE,  CO,  NM, 

KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  LA,  MS, 
AL.  GA,  FL,  SC,  NC,  KY,  VA.  WV,  IL, 

IN,  OH,  PA,  MD,  NJ,  DE,  WI,  MI,  NY, 

CT,  RI,  MA,  NH,  VT,  ME  and  DC,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized: 
Wood  shavings  and  sawdust,  From 
Huttig,  AR,  To  Lillie,  LA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  above-named  origin  points  and 
destined  to  the  above-named 
destination  points.  (41)  MC  128273  Sub 
62,  issued  April  5, 1971.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  From  Franklin,  VA,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  CO,  IL  (except  Chicago  and 
points  in  its  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  IN  (except 
points  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  40),  IA, 
KS,  KY,  LA,  MI  (except  points  on  and 
south  of  Michigan  Hwy  21),  MN,  MS, 
MO,  NE,  NM,  ND,  OK,  SD,  TX,  WI  and 
WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (42)  MC  128273 
Sub  63,  issued  October  12, 1971.  Paper 
and  paper  products.  From  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Union  Camp 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Normal,  IL  to 
points  in  AR,  IN  (except  Terre  Haute 
and  Indianapolis  and  points  within  their 
commercial  zones  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  IA,  KY,  KS,  LA,  NY,  MD, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO  (except  St.  Louis  and 
points  within  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  NE,  NM, 
ND,  OH  (except  Dayton,  Columbus,  and 
Springfield  and  points  within  their 
commercial  zones  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  OK,  PA,  SD,  TX  (except 
Lubbock,  El  Paso  and  Amarillo  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  VA,  WV, 
WI  and  DC,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  above  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  the  above-named  origin 
points.  Honeycomb  paper  products, 
From  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  or  near 
Glens  Falls,  NY,  to  points  in  AL  AR, 


CO,  GA  (except  points  in  that  part  of 
GA  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  80),  IL  IN, 
IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO, 
NE,  NM,  ND,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SD.  TN.  TX, 
WV,  WI,  WY  and  DC,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
immediately  above  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  above-named  origin  points.  (43) 
MC  128273  Sub  65,  issued  March  20, 

1972.  Paper,  paper  products,  and  plastic 
products.  From  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  (a)  Brown  Company 
at  Kalamazoo  and  Parchment  MI,  (b) 
Allied  Paper,  Inc.,  and  Union  Camp 
Corporation  at  Kalamazoo,  MI,  and  (c) 
Georgia-Pacific  Corporation  at 
Kalamazoo  and  Portage,  MI,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  points  in  AK, 
HI,  IL  IN,  OH,  MI,  IA,  NE,  points  in  that 
part  of  PA  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  PA-WV  state  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Hwy  119  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
219,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  219  to  the 
NY-PA  state  line,  points  in  that  part  of 
WI  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  41,  the 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  the 
Kansas  City,  MO-Kansas  City,  KS, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  Austin,  MN,  Buffalo, 
Syracuse  and  Rochester,  NY,  Louisville, 
KY  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in 
their  respective  commercial  zones,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  above-named  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  at  Kalamazoo, 
Parchment  and  Portage,  MI,  and 
destined  to  the  above-described 
destination  points.  (44)  MC  128273  Sub 
67,  issued  December  10, 1971.  Paper, 
From  points  in  Talladega  County,  AL  to 
points  in  IL  IN,  IA,  KY,  MD,  OH.  TN, 
VA,  WV  and  DC;  and  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  paper,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  From  points  in  IL 

IN,  IA,  KY,  MD,  OH,  TN,  VA,  WV  and 
DC,  to  points  in  Talladega  County,  AL 
(45)  MC  128273  Sub  68,  issued  February 

IO,  1977.  (1)  Paper  and  paper  products, 
and  products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  (a)  From  Memphis, 
TN,  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MS,  NE,  NM,  OH,  OK  and  TX;  and  (b) 
From  Conway,  AR,  to  points  in  CA,  CT, 
NY,  NC,  SC.  TN  and  WI;  and  (2) 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  except  commodities 


which,  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  From  the 
destinations  specified  in  1(a)  above  to 
Memphis,  TN.  From  the  destinations 
specified  in  1(b)  above  to  Conway,  AR. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
in  1(a)  and  1(b)  above  are  restricted  to 
traffic  which  originates  at  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation  at  Memphis,  TN,  and 
Conway,  AR.  (46)  MC  128273  Sub  70, 
issued  October  13, 1971.  Dry  phosphatic 
feed  ingredients,  From  Houston  and  Port 
Arthur,  TX,  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IA,  KS, 
MN,  MO,  NE,  NM,  OK.  SD,  MS  and  LA, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (47)  MC  128273  Sub  71, 
issued  January  21, 1974.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  products  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
foregoing  commodities,  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  and  commodities  in  bulk). 
Between  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Kimberly-Clark  Corporation, 
and  Bergstrom  Paper  Company,  at  West 
Carrollton,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CA,  OR,  WA,  ID, 

MT,  NV,  UT,  AZ,  WY,  CO,  NM,  KS,  MO 
(except  St  Louis  and  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  MO-East  St  Louis,  IL 
Commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  OK,  AR,  TX  and  LA.  (48) 
MC  128273  Sub  73,  issued  October  5, 
1977.  Canned  goods  (except  frozen), 
From  points  in  CA,  to  points  in  AL  AR, 
CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KS.  LA,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MS,  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC,  ND, 
OK,  RI,  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX,  VT,  VA.  WV 
and  WY  and  DC,  (except  form  Fullerton, 
CA,  to  points  in  AL  AR,  CO,  FL,  GA, 

KS,  LA,  MS,  NE,  ND,  OK,  SD,  TN  and 
WY),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Animal  feed 
(except  frozen).  From  Vernon,  CA,  to 
points  in  DE,  FL  ME,  MD,  MI,  NH,  NJ, 
NC,  OH,  SC,  VT  and  WY  and  DC,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  San  Diego,  CA,  to  Chicago,  IL,  and 
points  in  AL  AR,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IN,  LA, 
ME.  MD,  MI,  MS,  NH,  NJ,  NC,  OH,  OK, 
SC,  TN  and  VT  and  DC,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(49)  MC  128273  Sub  76,  issued  October 
13, 1971.  Paper  and  paper  products, 

From  Brainerd  and  Cloquet,  MN,  to 
points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT  and  DC;  and 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
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manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  named  above  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special — 
equipment,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
From  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA, 

MI.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA.  RI,  VT  and  DC,  to 
Brainerd  and  Cloquet,  Mn.  (50)  MC 
128273  Sub  77,  issued  March  8, 1972. 
Twine,  From  New  Orleans,  LA,  to  points 
in  WA.  OR,  ID,  CA,  NV,  UT,  AZ,  NM. 

TX,  FL.  MD.  PA,  NJ,  NY.  VT,  NH,  ME, 
MA,  CT,  RI  and  DE,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
rethm  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
MC  128273  (Sub-88)  issued  December  12. 
1972.  Paper  and  paper  products, 
pulpboard,  products  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products; 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  foregoing 
commodities  (except  commodities 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  and  except 
commodities  in  bulk).  Between 
Springhill,  Bastrop  and  Hodge,  LA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Between  Mobile,  AL,  and  Moss  Point, 
MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
HI,  AL.  points  in  that  part  of  FL  west  of 
the  Apalachicola  River,  GA,  SC,  NC,  TN, 
Louisville,  KY,  and  its  commercial  zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  IN, 
points  in  that  part  of  OH  on,  west  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on 
the  OH-PA  state  line  near  Sharon,  PA, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy.  62  to 
Columbus,  OH,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy 
23  to  Circleville,  OH,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Hwy  22  to  Cincinnati,  OH,  points  in 
that  part  of  IL  north  and  east  of  a  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  36  from  the 
IN-IL  state  line  to  Springfield,  IL,  thence 
along  IL  Hwy  29  to  Peru,  IL,  thence 
along  U.S.  Hwy  51  to  the  IL-WI  state 
line.  Charleston,  WV,  and  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
WV  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  33,  PA,  points  in 
that  part  of  NY  north  and  east  of  U.S. 
Alt.  Hwy  20  from  Lake  Erie  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Hwy  20,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hwy  20  to  its  junction  with  New 
York  Hwy  8,  thence  along  New  York 
Hwy  8  to  the  NY-PA  state  line,  MA,  CT, 
RI.  NJ.  MD,  DC,  Richmond,  VA,  and  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  Wilmington,  DE,  and 
its  Commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission).  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  under  the  route 
next  above  are  restricted  to  traffic 
which  originates  at  or  is  destined  to 
Mobile,  AL,  and/or  Moss  Point,  MS.  (52) 


MC  128273  (Sub-93)  issued  May  27, 1975. 
Paper,  paper  toweling  and  tissue,  From 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Potlatch  Corporation  at  or  near 
Lewiston,  ID,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  MT, 
OR,  UT  and  WA,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  the  above-named  shipper's 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  states.  (53)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
95)  issued  February  7, 1973.  Paper  and 
paper  products,  products  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
From  Snowflake,  AZ,  to  points  in  NM, 
CO.  KS,  NE.  IA.  MN,  WI,  MO,  IL,  OK 
and  TX;  and  Materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  points  in  the 
above-specified  destination  states  to 
Snowflake.  AZ.  (54)  MC  128273  (Sub-96) 
issued  August  5, 1976.  Paper  and  paper 
products  (except  in  bulk),  From 
Asheville,  Waynesville  and  Canton,  NC, 
Hamilton,  OH,  Courtland,  AL,  and 
Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR 
and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  plantsites  used  by  Champion 
International  Corporation  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  described  destination 
territory.  (55)  MC  128273  (Sub-97)  issued 
June  28, 1973.  Toys  and  playground 
equipment,  From  Bossier  City,  LA,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
AZ,  CA.  CT.  HI.  IL.  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MA, 
MO,  NY.  OH,  OK.  OR,  PA,  RI,  TX,  WA 
and  WI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (56)  MC  128273 
(Sub-99)  issued  December  26, 1972. 

Paper  and  paper  products,  From 
Oswego,  NY,  to  points  in  CA,  OR,  UT 
and  WA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (57)  MC  128273 
(Sub-102)  issued  February  7, 1973.  Paper 
and  paper  products,  From  Riegelsville, 
Milford,  Hughesville  and  Warren  Glen, 
N),  to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI,  CT.  ME.  VT.  MA,  RI,  NY,  PA, 

NJ,  MD.  DE.  VA,  NC.  SC,  GA,  FL,  AL, 
and  DC,  and  except  Chicago,  IL,  and 
points  in  the  Chicago,  IL,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  From  Riegelwood  and  Cape 


Fear,  NC,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID, 
MT,  NV.  NH.  NM.  NB.  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX, 
UT  and  WA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (58)  MC  128273 
(Sub-104)  issued  June  28. 1973.  Paper 
and  paper  products,  products  produced 
or  distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
foregoing  commodities  (except 
commoditie  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
Between  Westfield,  West  Springfield 
and  Woronoco,  MA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OH,  MS,  TN, 
KY,  IN,  MI,  WI,  IL,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  the  United  States  in  and  west  of 
MN,  IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Restriction:  This  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Strathmore  Paper  Company,  Division  of 
Hammermill  Paper  Company,  at 
Westfield,  West  Springfield  and 
Woronoco,  MA.  (59)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
105)  issued  October  18, 1973.  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  Chillicothe 
and  Schooleys,  OH,  and  Kingsport  and 
Gray,  TN,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MS.  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV, 
NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD.  TX,  UT,  WA  and 
WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  which  originates  at  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  The  Mead 
Corporation  at  Chillicothe  and 
Schooleys,  OH,  and  Kingsport  and  Gray, 
TN.  (60)  MC  128273  (Sub-107),  issued 
March  1, 1974.  Paper  and  paper 
products.  From  the  facilities  of  Miami 
Valley  Paper  Shippers'  Association,  Inc., 
at  Hamilton,  OH,  Diamond  International 
Corporation  at  Middleton,  Lockland, 
Norwood,  Sharonville.  and  Hamilton, 
OH,  Peninsula  Paper  Company  at 
Ypsilanti,  MI,  the  Harding-Jones  Paper 
Company  at  Excello,  OH,  Sorg  Paper 
Company  at  Middleton,  OH,  Interstate 
Folding  Box  Company  at  Middleton  and 
Miamisburg,  OH,  Minnesota  Mining  and 
Manufacturing  Co.  Paper  Products 
Division  at  Hartford  City,  IN,  Olinkraft, 
Inc.  at  Evendale,  OH,  Miami  Valley 
Paper  Company  at  Franklin,  OH,  and 
West  Carrollton  Parchment  Company  at 
West  Carrollton.  OH,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  the  United  States  in  and  west  of 
LA,  AR,  MO,  IA  and  MN  (except 
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Minneapolis,  MN,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  points  in  St.  Louis  County, 
MO.  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in 
the  St.  Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  points  in  AK  and  HI), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  above  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  described  facilities  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  destination  territory 
authorized  herein.  From  the  facilities  of 
Fletcher  Paper  Company  at  Alpena,  MI, 
to  points  in  TX,  WA,  OR  and  CA,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
under  the  route  description  next  above 
are  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  described 
facilities  at  Alpena  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  destination  states. 
The  authority  granted  herein  to  the 
extent  that  it  duplicates  any  authority 
heretofore  granted  to  or  now  held  by 
carrier  shall  not  be  construed  as 
conferring  more  than  one  operating 
right.  (61)  MC  128273  (Sub-111),  issued 
February  12, 1973.  Paper  and  paper 
products  (except  those  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Nekoosa  Edwards  Paper  Company,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Ashdown,  AR,  to  points  in 
CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH.  NJ,  RI,  VT 
and  DC,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (62)  MC  128273 
(Sub-113),  issued  January  2*.  1973.  Paper 
and  paper  products,  From  Richmond, 

VA,  to  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  ID,  NV, 
AZ,  UT,  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM.  KS.  OK.  TX, 
NE,  SD,  ND,  MN.  IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (63)  MC  128273  (Sub-117), 
issued  October  16, 1972.  Clay  and  clay 
products  (except  in  bulk),  From 
Olmstead,  IL,  and  Paris,  TN,  to  points  in 
WA,  OR,  CA,  ID,  NV,  UT.  AZ,  MT,  WY, 
CO,  NM,  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  TX,  LA,  ME, 
NH,  VT,  MA,  CT,  RI,  NY.  NJ,  DE,  MD, 
VA,  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL  and  DC,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(64)  MC  128273  (Sub-118),  issued  June  28, 
1973.  Petfoods,  in  containers,  From  the 
facilities  of  Kal  Kan  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
Columbus,  OH,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
the  United  States  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Hwy  85  (except  points  in  OH),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 


Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  limited  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  described 
facilities  and  destined  to  the  above- 
described  destination  territory.  (65)  MC 
128273  (Sub-119),  issued  November  6, 
1972.  Dry  feed  ingredients,  From  the 
terminal  facilities  of  Smith  Douglass, 
Division  of  Borden  Chemical,  Borden, 

Inc.,  at  Beaumont,  TX,  to  points  in  LA, 
AR,  OK,  KS,  MO,  NM,  CO  and  MS,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(66)  MC  128273  (Sub-120),  issued 
February  2, 1973.  Paper  and  paper 
articles.  From  the  facilities  of  Union 
Camp  Corporation  at  or  near  Savannah, 
GA,  to  points  in  ME,  NH  and  VT,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(67)  MC  128273  (Sub-121),  issued  January 

24. 1973.  Dry  feed  ingredients.  From  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Farmland  Industries,  Inc.,  located  in 
Jasper  County,  MO,  to  points  in  NM,  CO, 

ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  IA,  AR, 

LA,  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN  and  IN,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(68)  MC  128273  (Sub-122),  issued  January 

25. 1974.  Paper  and  paper  products. 

From  Savannah,  GA  to  points  in  NM, 

AZ,  CO,  NV,  UT,  CA,  OR,  WA,  ID,  MT, 
WY,  ND  and  SD,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Chemicals,  in 
containers,  From  Savannah,  GA, 
Valdosta,  GA,  and  Jacksonville,  FL,  to 
points  in  NM,  AZ.  CO,  NV.  UT,  CA,  OR, 
WA,  ID,  MT,  WY,  ND,  and  SD,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(69)  MC  128273  (Sub-123),  issued  March 
20, 1973.  (1)  Non-ferrous  scrap  metal 
(except  commodities  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  (a)  From  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  points  in  AK,  HI 
and  NE,  points  within  50  miles  of 
Knoxville,  TN,  and  those  in  Marshall 
County,  KY,  and  Scott  County,  IA,  and 
Calvert  City,  KY,  Baltimore,  MD, 
Newark,  OH,  Wilmington,  DE, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  Fort  Atkinson, 

WI)  to  Fort  Scott  KS,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
(b)  From  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  those  excepted  in  (l)(a)  above) 
to  Hernando,  MS,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized,  (c)  From  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AL,  AK,  AR, 
CT,  DE,  GA,  LN,  IL,  IA,  KY,  MA,  MI,  MD, 

MO,  KS,  FL,  NC,  SC,  NJ,  OH,  OK.  NY, 
PA,  TN,  RI,  HI,  WV,  VA,  WI  and  NE)  to 
Carteret,  NJ,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Decatur,  AL, 
Cleveland,  OH,  and  East  Morris  and 


Chicago,  IL,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (2)  Recycled  non- 
ferrous  metal  ingots  and  billets  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  (a)  From  Fort  Scott,  KS,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
points  in  AK  and  HI,  Points  within  50 
miles  of  Knoxville,  TN  those  in  Marshall 
County,  KY,  and  Scott  County,  IA,  and 
Calvert  City,  KY,  Baltimore,  MD, 
Scottsboro,  AL,  Newark,  OH, 
Wilmington,  DE,  Philadelphia,  PA,  and 
Fort  Atkinson,  WI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
.return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(b)  From  Cleveland,  OH,  Chicago,  IL, 
and  Carteret,  NJ,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AL,  AK,  AR,  CT,  DE,  GA. 
IN,  IL,  IA,  KY,  MA,  MI,  MD,  MO,  KS,  FL, 
NC,  SC,  NY,  OH,  OK,  NJ,  PA.  TN,  RI,  HI, 
WV,  VA,  WI  and  NE).  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(3)  Aluminum  (except  commodities 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  From 
Chalmette,  LA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  IN,  IL,  OH.  AK,  HI,  MN 
and  WI,  points  within  50  miles  of 
Knoxville,  TN,  those  in  Marshall 
County,  KY,  and  Scott  County,  IA,  and 
Louisville,  and  Calvert  City,  KY, 
Baltimore,  MD,  Scottsboro,  AL,  Newark, 
OH,  Wilmington,  DE,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
St.  Louis,  MO,  and  Fort  Atkinson.  WI), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (4)  Copper  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  From  Carteret,  NJ,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  those  states 
excepted  in  (2)(b)  above),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(5)  Lead  (except  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment)  From  Buick,  MO, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (6)  Zinc  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  From  Blackwell,  OK,  and 
Sauget,  IL,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  those  states  excepted  in  (2)(b) 
above),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (7)  Molybdenum, 

(a)  From  Climax,  Henderson  and  Urad, 
CO,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(b)  From  Langeloth,  PA,  to  points  in  the 
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United  States  (except  those  points 
excepted  in  (2)(b)  above),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  service  authorized 
herein  is  subject  to  the  following 
restrictions:  (1)  Part  (l)(a)  above  is 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  points 
in  the  named  origin  territory  and 
destined  to  the  plantsites  and/or  storage 
facilities  of  Central  Non-Ferrous,  Inc.,  at 
Fort  Scott,  KS;  (2)  Part  (2)(a)  above  is 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsites  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Central  Non-Ferrous,  Inc.,  at  Fort  Scott, 
KS,  and  destined  to  points  in  specified 
destination  territory;  (3)  Parts  (2)(b),  (4),  . 
(5),  (6)  and  (7)  above  are  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plantsites  and/ 
or  storage  facilities  of  American  Metal 
Climax,  Inc.,  and/or  its  subsidiaries  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  points 
in  the  specified  destination  territory;  (4) 
Parts  (l)(b)  and  (l)(c)  are  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  points  in  the 
specified  origin  territory  and  destined  to 
the  plantsites  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
American  Metal  Climax,  Inc.,  and/or  its 
subsidiaries  at  the  named  destination 
points;  and  (5)  Part  (3)  above  is 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsites  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Kaiser  Aluminum,  Inc.,  at  Chalmette, 

LA,  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
specified  destination  territory.  (70)  MC 
128273  (Sub-124),  issued  March  15, 1973. 
Beds  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  beds,  From  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Leggett 
&  Platt,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Carthage,  MO,  to 
points  in  GA,  KY.  MA.  MN,  MI,  OH,  WI, 
IN.  TN.  AL,  SC,  NC,  VA.  WV,  PA,  MD, 
DE,  NJ.  NY,  CT,  RI,  VT,  NH  and  ME, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (71)  MC  128273  (Sub-126), 
issued  November  15, 1973.  Foodstuffs, 
not  frozen,  in  containers,  From  the 
facilities  of  Hunt-Wesson  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
Fullerton,  Hayward,  Davis  and  Oakdale, 
CA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  FL,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  KY.  MI.  MN,  MS,  NJ,  NC,  ND,  OH, 
PA,  SC,  SD,  TN  and  WI,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  above- 
named  facilities  and  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  destination  states. 

(72)  MC  128273  (Sub-127),  issued 
February  15, 1974.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  From  Vicksburg,  MI,  to  Ripon, 
CA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Ripon,  CA, 
to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CO,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KS.  LA.  MI.  MN,  MO,  MT.  NE,  NV,  NM, 


ND.  OH,  OK.  SD,  TX.  UT,  WI  and  WY, 
and  Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  From  points 
in  AZ,  AR.  CO.  ID.  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  LA, 

MI,  MN.  MO.  MT,  NE.  NV,  NM,  ND,  OH, 
OK,  SD.  TX.  UT,  WI  and  WY,  to  Ripon, 
CA.  (73)  MC  128273  (Sub-128),  issued 
July  9, 1973.  Lawn  and  garden  tractors. 
From  Belleville.  PA,  to  points  in  MN,  IA, 

MO,  AR.  LA.  ND.  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX, 
MT,  WY.  CO.  NM,  ID,  UT,  AZ,  NV,  WA, 
OR,  and  CA.  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
the  New  Holland  Division  of  Sperry 
Rand  Corporation  of  Belleville,  PA,  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  named 
destination  states.  (74)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
129),  issued  November  14, 1973. 

Cellulose  products  and  paper  products, 
From  Patterson,  NC,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  the  United  States  in  and  west  of 
MI,  IN,  KY,  MO,  AR  and  MS  (except  AK 
and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (75)  MC  128273 
(Sub-131),  issued  October  26, 1973. 

Paper,  paper  products,  and  woodpulp, 
From  the  facilities  of  International  Paper 
Company  at  or  near  Texarkana  (Cass 
County),  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI  and  TX),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
above  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  named  facilities.  Supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  paper,  paper 
products  and  woodpulp  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI)  to  the 
facilities  of  International  Paper 
Company  at  or  near  Texarkana  (Cass 
County),  TX,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  immediately 
above  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  destined  to 
the  named  facilities.  (76)  MC  128273 
(Sub-133),  issued  November  12, 1973. 
Bedsprings,  bedstead  rails,  cots  and  cot 
frames,  unupholstered  day  bed,  bed 
frames,  springs  and  spring  assemblies, 
metal  sleeper  fixtures,  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  foregoing  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  Between  Hominy, 
OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MN,  IA.  MO,  AR,  LA,  WI,  IL, 


MI,  IN,  MS.  OH.  KY.  TN,  AL,  PA,  MD, 
WV,  VA,  NC,  SC.  GA  and  DC.  (77)  MC 
128273  (Sub-135),  issued  October  10, 

1974.  (1)  Machinery  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  recreational,  lawn, 
and  garden  equipment  supply  stores  and 
dealers,  and  (2)  Parts,  accessories  and 
attachments  of  and  for  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  From  Evansville, 
IN,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  DE,  ID, 
KY  (except  points  in  the  Louisville,  KY, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  LA.  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI 
(except  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
MI),  MN  (except  points  in  the 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission),  MT,  NH, 
NJ.  NY,  ND,  PA,  RI.  TN,  TX,  UT  and 
WV,  and  to  points  in  DC  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(78)  MC  128273  (Sub-137),  issued  June  11, 
1974.  Materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production  and  distribution 
of  paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk).  From  points  in 
GA:  NC.  TN,  KY,  WV.  VA,  OH.  IN,  IL, 
MO  and  WI  to  Cloquet  and  Brainerd, 

MN,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (79)  MC  128273 
(Sub-139),  issued  March  19, 1975. 

Rubber,  rubber  products  and  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  rubber 
manufacturers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  From  Des  Moines,  IA,  to  points  in 
AR,  CO,  KS  (except  Kansas  City,  KS), 

LA,  MN,  MO  (except  Kansas  City  and 
St.  Louis,  MO),  MT,  NE,  ND.  OK,  SD, 
and  TX,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
service  authorized  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  the  plantsites  or  storage 
facilities  of  Firestone  Tire  and  Rubber 
Company  at  Des  Moines,  IA.  (80)  MC 
128273  (Sub-140),  issued  December  10, 
1974.  Rubber,  rubber  products  and  such 
other  commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
processed  or  dealt  in  by  rubber 
manufacturers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  From  points  in  Rutherford  County, 
TN,  to  points  in  that  part  of  the  United 
States  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
junction  with  the  western  boundary  of 
Itasca  County,  MN,  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
United  States-Canada  Boundary  line, 
and  to  points  in  Wi,  MN  and  LA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
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Firestone  Tire  and  Rubber  Company  in 
Rutherford  County,  TN. 

(81)  MC  128273  (Sub-142),  issued  March 
9, 1978.  Canned  goods  (non  frozen), 

From  points  in  California  to  points  in  IL, 
IN,  LA  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  OH,  PA  and 
WI,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (82)  MC  128273 
(Sub-143),  issued  April  7, 1975.  Non- 
ferrous  metal  scraps,  nickel,  nickel 
products,  cobalt,  copper,  and  ammonium 
sulphate  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
Between  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  American  Metal  Climax, 

Inc.,  and  its  subsidiaries  at  or  near  Port 
Nickel,  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (83)  MC  128273 
(Sub-144),  issued  April  7, 1975.  Stone 
and  stone  products,  From  points  in 
Costilla  County,  CO,  to  points  in  CA, 

AL,  MS,  GA.  SC,  NC,  TN.  VA,  WV,  KY, 
DE,  FL  and  MD,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (84)  MC  128273 
(Sub-145),  issued  August  7, 1975. 
Aluminum  and  aluminum  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  From  Ravenswood,  WV,  to 
points  in  TN,  NC,  SC,  MS,  AL,  GA,  FL, 
WI,  IL,  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  LA,  TX,  OK, 

KS,  NE,  SD,  ND,  MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ, 
UT,  ID,  WA,  OR,  NV,  and  CA,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  Kaiser  Aluminum  & 
Chemical  Corporation  at  or  near 
Ravenswood,  WV.  (85)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
146),  issued  July  12, 1974.  Carnivorous 
animal  food  (except  in  bulk),  From  the 
facilities  of  Kal  Kan  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
Columbus,  OH,  to  points  in  UT,  CA,  and 
points  in  that  part  of  CO  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  85,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (86)  MC  128273 
(Sub-147),  issued  October  2, 1974. 
Refined  copper  (except  in  bulk),  From 
Amarillo,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI,  MT,  WY,  ID,  ND, 
SD,  CO,  UT,  NM,  NV  and  TX),  and 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  refined 
copper  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
From  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI,  MT,  WY,  ID,  ND,  SD,  CO,  UT, 
NM,  NV  and  TX),  to  Amarillo,  TX. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  American  Smelting  and 
Refining  Company  at  Amarillo,  TX.  (87) 


MC  128273  (Sub-148),  Issued  August  14, 
1975.  Toys  and  athletic  equipment,  From 
Hagerstown,  MD,  and  Lancaster  and 
Old  Forge,  PA,  to  points  in  MS,  LA  MN 
and  points  in  the  Unitd  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  which  are  on  and  west  of 
the  Mississippi  River,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(88)  MC  128273  (Sub-149),  issued  April 
24, 1975.  Paper  and  paper  products, 

From  Reigelsville,  Milford,  Hughesville 
and  Warren  Glen,  NJ,  to  Chicago,  IL, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (89)  MC  128273  (Sub-151), 
issued  April  22, 1976.  Tires  and  tire 
products,  From  East  Danville,  VA,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MT, 
NE,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OR,  SD,  UT,  WA,  WI 
and  WY;  and  Tires  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  rubber 
and  rubber  products  (except  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  From 
points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MT, 
NE,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OR,  SD,  UT,  WA,  WI 
and  WY,  to  East  Danville,  VA. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  the 
movement  of  commodities  in  bulk.  (90) 
MC  128273  (Sub-152),  issued  August  14, 
1975.  Charcoal  briquets,  lighter  fluid, 
grill  lighters,  hickory  chips,  and 
fireplace  logs,  From  Branson,  MO,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  MN,  IA,  KS,  AR  and  LA 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  From  Dickinson,  ND,  to 
points,  in  MN,  CO,  WI,  OK,  NM  and  TX, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (91)  MC  128273  (Sub-153), 
issued  August  14, 1975.  Clay  and  clay 
products  (except  in  bulk),  From  points  in 
Stoddard  County,  MO,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(92)  MC  128273  (Sub-154),  issued 
February  3, 1975.  (1)  Paper  and  paper 
products,  From  Sodus,  MI,  to  points  in 
AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  KY  (except 
Louisville,  KY,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission) ,  LA,  MN  (except 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  MS,  MO 
(except  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MT,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK, 

OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WY,  AL,  GA,  FL, 
NC,  SC,  TN,  and  IL  (except  points  in 
that  part  of  IL  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy 
36,  and  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 


Commission);  and  (2)  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  distribution  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  From  points 
in  AZ,  AR,  CA  CO,  ID,  KS,  KY  (except 
Louisville,  KY,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  LA,  MN,  (except 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  and 
points  within  their  commercial  zones  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  MS,  MO 
(except  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  MT,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK, 

OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WY,  AL,  GA,  FL, 

NC,  SC,  TN  and  IL  (except  points  in  that 
part  of  IL  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  36 
and  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO, 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  to  Sodus,  MI.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Watervliet  Paper  Company,  a 
Division  of  Hammermill  Paper  Company 
at  Sodus,  MI.  (93)  MC  128273  (Sub-155), 
issued  February  3, 1976.  Non-ferrous 
metals,  aluminum  fluxes,  aluminum 
dross,  and  aluminum  slag  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  Between 
Checotah,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the  above- 
named  points.  (94)  MC  128273  (Sub-156), 
issued  September  21, 1976.  Bed  springs, 
bedstead  rails,  cots  and  cot  frames, 
unupholstered  day  beds,  bed  frames; 
springs  and  spring  assemblies,  metal 
sleeper  fixtures,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
foregoing  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk).  From  Carthage, 
MO,  to  points  in  LA,  NE,  IL  and  TX,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(95)  MC  128273  (Sub-157),  issued 
September  21, 1976.  Bed  springs, 
bedstead  rails,  cots  and  cot  frames, 
unupholstered  day  beds,  bed  frames, 
springs  and  spring  assemblies,  metal 
sleeper  fixtures,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
foregoing  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  Ennis, 
Dallas,  and  Fort  Worth,  TX,  to  points  in 

ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  IA,  MO.  AR,  and 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
MN,  thence  northward  along  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
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United  States-Canada  boundary  line, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (96)  MC  128278  (Sub-159), 
issued  September  20, 1977.  Coffee,  in 
containers  and  paakages,  From  New 
Orleans,  LA,  to  paints  in  AZ,  NV  and 
CA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  exaepl  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  New  Orleans, 
LA,  and  destined  to  points  in  the  above- 
named  destination  states.  (97)  MC 
128273  (Sub-160),  issued  July  28, 1976. 
Zinc  and  Zinc  products  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  From  Corpus  Christi,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  MT, 
WY.  ID,  ND,  SD,  UT.  NM.  NV,  AK,  HI. 
AL,  FL.  GA,  LA,  MS,  OK,  TN  and  TX) 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (98)  MC  128278  (Sub-161), 
issued  October  31, 1975.  Plumbing 
fittings,  fixtures,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  (except  chemicals),  From 
Alliance  and  Salem,  OH,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AL  AK.  FL  GA, 
HI,  OH,  NC,  SC  and  TN),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Crane  Co.  at  or  near  Alliance  and 
Salem,  OH. 

(99)  MC  128273  (Sub-162),  issued 
October  13, 1976.  Household  appliances 
and  parts  and  accessaries  for  household 
appliances.  From  Little  Rock,  AR,  to 
points  in  AZ,  NM,  TX  and  TN  (except 
Memphis  and  points  iq  its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (100)  128273  MC  (Sub-163), 
issued  October  28, 1975.  Lead  and  lead 
alloys  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  Glover,  MO,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  MO,  AK 
and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  authorized  herein  is  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Glover,  MO.  (101)  MC 
128273  (Sub-165),  issued  August  9, 1978. 
Printed  matter,  publications  and 
exempted  matter,  as  described  by 
section  203(b)(7)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  when  transported  at  (the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
printed  matter  and  publications,  from 


the  plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  R.  R.  Donnelley  ,&  Rons  Co.  and/or  its 
subsidiaries  at  or  near  Glasgow,  ICY. 
Gallatin,  TN,  and  Chicago  and  Mattoon, 
IL  to  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK  and  IX. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  which  originates  at  the  specified 
origins  and  is  destined  to  points  in  the 
specified  destination  territory.  (102)  MC 
128278  (Sub-166,),  issued  March  5, 1976 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
hardware  distributors  and  industrial 
supply  houses,  from  the  facilities  of  W. 
W.  Grainger  Co.,  Inc.,  at  fiensonville, 
Chicago  and  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL  to 
points  in  OR,  WA,  CA,  NV,  AZ,  UT,  ID, 
MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  .otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of  W. 
W.  Grainger  Go.,  inc.,  at  Bensonville, 
Chicago  and  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL.  (103) 
MC  128278  (Sub-167),  issued  October  4, 
1977.  Household  appliances  and  parts 
and  accessories  for  household 
appliances,  from  Louisville  and 
Appliance  Park,  KY,  to  points  in  MT, 

WY,  CO,  Nty  ND,  SD,  ME,  KS,  MN 
(except  points  in  the  Minneapolis-St. 
Paul,  MN,  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  1A  (except  points  in 
the  Davenport,  IA-Rock  Island  and 
Moline,  IL  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  MO  (except  points 
in  the  St.  Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  AR,  WV„  PA,  NY  and  MD, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (104)  MC  128273  (Sub-170), 
issued  March  13, 1978.  Printed  matter, 
publications  and  exempted  printed 
matter,  as  described  by  section  203(b)(7) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  when 
transported  at  the  same  lime  and  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  printed  matter  and/or 
publications,  from  the  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  R.  R.  Donnelley  & 
Sons  Company  and  its  subsidiaries  at  or 
near  Warsaw,  IN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  ME,  KS, 

OK  and  TX,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  which 
originates  .at  the  specified  origins  and  is 
destined  to  points  in  the  specified 
destination  territory.  (105)  MC  128273 
(Sub-171),  issued  July  2, 1976.  Bicycles, 
bicycle  parts  and  bicycle  accessaries, 
from  Enid,  OK,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  St.  Joseph,  St  Louis  and 
Kansas  City,  MO,  points  in  the  St. 


Joseph,  MO,  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  MO,  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  those  in  MO  which 
are  within  the  Kansas  City,  MO-Kansas 
City,  KS,  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  points  in  AK,  CO, 
HI,  KS,  NE,  OK  andTX),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(106)  MC  128273  (Sub-172),  issued  July 
26, 1976.  Equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  [ex cept  commodities  in  bulk), 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution, of  rubber  and  rubber 
products;  and  such  other  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  rubber  manufacturers, 
except  tires,  from  points  in  AR,  KY,  LA, 
TN  and  TX,  to  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Firestone  Tire  &  Rubber 
Company  at  Los  Angeles  and  Salina, 

CA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  lo  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Firestone  Tire  &  Rubber 
Company  at  the  above-indicated 
destination  points.  (107)  MC  128273 
(Sub-177),  issued  February  3, 1976. 
Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
vehicle  body  sealer,  and  sound 
deadener  compound  {except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Bradford, 
Petrolia,  Emlenton,  Rouseville,  Karns 
City,  Farmers  Valley  and  Reno,  PA, 
Buffalo,  NY,  and  St.  Marys  and  Congo. 
WV,  to  points  in  NM,  UT,  AZ,  CA,  NV, 
WY,  MT,  ID,  WAand  OR.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  .otherwise  authorized. 

(108)  MC  128273  (Sub-178),  issued 
October  12, 1977.  (1)  Sugar,  in 
containers  and  packages,  from  New 
Orleans,  Houma  and  Supreme,  LA,  to 
Chicago,  IL,  Louisville,  KY,  Memphis, 

TN,  and  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  MO, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  axcept  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (2)  Condiments,  in 
individual  servings,  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  sugar,  from  New 
Orleans,  LA,  to  Chicago,  IL,  Louisville, 
KY,  Memphis,  TN,  and  Kansas  City  and 
St.  Louis,  MO,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

(109)  MC  128273  (Sub-179),  issued 
October  4, 18 77.  Canned  Goods,  from 
points  in  OR  and  WA,  to  .points  in  the 
United  States  (except  points  in  CA,  NV, 
ID,  UT,  AZ,  AK,  andiHI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  or 
return  exoept  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(110)  MC  128273  (Sub-180)  (M2F),  issued 
February  10, 1978(1)  Molybdenum 
compounds,  molybdenum  ores, 
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molybdenum  concentrates,  molybdenum 
chemicals,  molybdenum  alloys  and 
sulfuric  acid,  tungsten  and  tungsten 
concentrates  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  which,  because 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  from  the  facilities  of 
Climax  Molybdenum  Company,  a 
subsidiary  of  AMAX,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Fort  Madison,  LA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  LA,  AK  and  HI);  and  (2) 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  IA, 

AK  and  HI),  to  the  facilities  of  Climax 
Molybdenum  Company,  a  subsidiary  of 
AMAX,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Fort  Madison, 

IA.  Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
herein  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  or  destined 
to  the  facilities  of  Climax  Molybdenum 
Company,  a  subsidiary  of  AMAX,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Fort  Madison,  LA.  (Ill)  MC 
128273  (Sub-181),  issued  October  1, 1978. 
(1)  Such  machincery  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  recreational,  lawn, 
and  garden  supply  stores  and  dealers, 
and  (2)  parts,  accessories  and 
attachments  for  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  from  Evansville, 
IN,  to  point  in  WA,  OR,  NV,  SD  and  MS, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (112)  MC  128273  (Sub-184), 
issued  March  5, 1976.  Cordage,  cordage 
products  and  scrap  materials  generated 
in  the  manufacture  of  cordage  and 
cordage  products,  from  Tracy,  MN,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (113)  MC  128273 
(Sub-185),  issued  October  1, 1976. 
Cordage,  cordage  products  and  cordage 
scrap  materials,  from  Kingman,  KS,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (excepi  AK, 
HI  and  KS),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  or  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (114)  MC  128273 
(Sub-186),  issued  January  17, 1977. 
Athletic  and  sporting  goods,  toys  and 
games,  and  parts  and  accessories  for  the 
above-named  commodities,  from  the 
facilities  of  Indian  Industries,  Inc.,  at 
Evansville,  IN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI  and  IN),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(115)  MC  128273  (Sub-188),  issued 
January  17, 1977.  (1)  Paper  mill  products 
and  pulp  mill  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Potlatch  Corporation  in  Desha 
County,  AR,  to  points  in  the  United 


States  (except  AK,  AR,  and  HI);  and,  (2) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  mill  products  and  pulp  mill 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  AR  and  HI),  to  the  facilities  of 
Potlatch  Corporation,  in  Desha  County, 
AR.  (116)  MC  128273  (Sub-189)  issued 
July  2, 1976.  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  AR  to  Cloquet  and  Brainerd, 
MN,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (117)  MC  128273 
(Sub-192),  issued  February  23, 1977. 
Refined  copper,  from  Amarillo,  TX,  to 
points  in  WY.  ID,  MT,  ND,  SD,  CO,  UT, 
NM,  and  NV;  and,  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  refined  copper,  from 
points  in  WY,  ID,  MT,  ND,  SD,  CO,  UT, 
NM  and  NV  to  Amarillo,  TX.  Articles  of 
unusual  value,  from  Amarillo,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
HI  and  TX),  and,  Dore  bullion,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
HI  and  TX),  to  Amarillo,  TX.  Restriction: 
The  operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  (118)  MC  128273 
(Sub-194),  issued  Jaunary  17, 1977. 
Aluminum  and  aluminum  articles, 
including  extrusions  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  points  in  Grayson 
County,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI  and  TX),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  named 
origins  (119)  MC  128273  (Sub-195), 
issued  May  19, 1977.  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  paper  and  paper 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  to  Monroe  and  West 
Monroe,  LA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (120)  MC  128273 
(Sub-198),  issued  November  19, 1976. 
Vermiculite,  vermiculite  products,  and 
plant  media  mix  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  and  DeKalb, 
IL,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (121)  MC  128273 
(Sub-199),  issued  May  7, 1979.  (1)  Non- 
ferrous  metals  and  non-ferrous  metal 
alloys  (except  in  bulk),  between  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 


(2)  Non-ferrous  metal  ores  and  non- 
ferrous  metal  ore  concentrates  (except 
in  bulk),  from  Climax  and  Henderson, 

CO,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (122)  MC  128273 
(Sub-201),  issued  January  17, 1977. 
Plumbing  fittings  and  fixtures,  from 
Nevada,  MO,  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  LA,  IA, 
NV,  WI,  MN,  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX, 
MT,  WY,  CO,  NM,  AZ,  UT,  ID,  WA.  OR 
and  CA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  Nevada,  MO.  (123)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
202),  issued  August  17, 1977.  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  in  bulk),  and 
commodities  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  Little  River 
County,  AR,  to  points  in  FL,  GA,  NC,  SC, 
VA,  and  WV,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized,  from  points  in 
Portage  and  Wood  Counties,  WI,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  LA,  MS,  OK, 
TN  and  TX,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

(124)  MC  128273  Sub  203,  issued  July  29, 
1977.  Aluminum  building  sections, 
panels,  curtain  wall  units,  doors  and 
door  frames,  windows  and  window 
frames,  molding  and  architectural 
shapes  and  parts  and  accessories  for 
the  above-commodities,  (1)  Between 
plantsites  and  other  facilities  of 
Kawneer  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Visalia, 

CA,  Bloomsburg,  PA,  Denison,  TX,  and 
Harrisonburg,  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
CO,  FL,  GA  (except  Joneboro,  GA),  ID, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS.  MO. 
MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OH,  OK,  OR,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI,  and  WY.  (2) 
Between  the  plantsites  and  other 
facilities  of  Kawneer  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Franklin,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO, 
FL,  GA,  ID,  IL  (except  points  in  DuPage, 
Cook,  Will,  Kendall,  Kane  and  Lake 
Counties,  IL),  IN,  LA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MN, 
MS,  NO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR. 
SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI  and  WY. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  movement  of  traffic 
which  either  originates  at  or  is  destined 
to  plantsites  and  other  facilities  of 
Kawneer  Co.,  Inc.  (125)  MC  128273  Sub 
204,  issued  April  8, 1977.  Paper,  paper 
products,  labels  and  wrappers,  From  the 
facilities  of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation 
at  or  near  Norwood  and  Cincinnati,  OH, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AL,  AK.  CT,  FL,  GA.  HI.  IL,  IN,  IA,  MA. 
MI,  MN,  NE,  NC,  ND,  OH,  RI,  SC,  SD, 
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TN  and  WI,  and  points  in  the 
commercial  zones  of  Louisville,  KY.  end 
Pittsburgh,  PA,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  facilities.  (126)  MC  128273 
Sub  205.  Issued  January  10, 1978. 

Bicycles,  From  Lawrenceburg,  TN,  to 
points  in  OR,  WA,  NE,  CO.  UT,  CA,  AZ, 
NV.  ID,  MT.  ME,  NH,  NM,  ND,  SD.  VT 
and  WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as' 
otherwise  authorized.  (127)  MC  128273 
Sub  206,  issued  July  26, 1976.  Malt 
beverages,  From  the  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  Miller  Brewing 
Company  at  Fort  Worth,  TX,  to  points  in 
LA;  and  Empty  malt  beverage 
containers,  From  points  in  LA  to  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  Miller 
Brewing  Company  at  Fort  Worth,  TX.  • 
(128)  MC  128273  Sub  207,  issued  August 
24, 1977.  Charcoal,  charcoal  briquettes, 
hickory  chips  and  charcoal  lighter  fluid 
(except  such  commodities  in  bulk),  From 
Paris,  AR,  and  Jacksonville,  TX,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CT,  DE,  FL,  ID,  IN, 

NV,  NH,  NJ,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MT. 
NY,  NC,  OH,  OR.  PA,  RI,  SC,  UT.  VT. 

VA,  WA,  WV,  WY  and  DC;  and 
Charcoal  lighter  fluid  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  charcoal  and  charaoal 
briquettes  (except  such  commodities  in 
bulk),  From  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CT,  DE, 

FL,  ID,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MT, 

NV.  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH  (except 
Marion),  OR.  PA,  RI,  SC,  UT,  VT,  VA. 
WA.  WV,  WY  and  DC,  to  Paris.  AR,  and 
Jacksonville,  TX.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  in  the  route 
description  next  above  is  restricted  to 
traffic  destined  to  Paris,  AR,  and 
Jacksonville,  TX.  (129)  MC  128273  Sub 
208,  issued  December  1, 1977.  Clay  and 
clay  products  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  From  points  in  Marion  County, 
FL,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS,  MT, 
NE.  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD.  TX.  UT. 
WA  and  WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (130)  MC  128273 
Sub  210,  issued  November  16,1977. 
Paper  and  paper  products,  plastic 
products,  and  containers  and  products 
produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  From  the  facilities  of 
Continental  Can  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  and  Shelbyville,  IL,  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA.  CO,  ID,  NV,  OR,  UT  and 
WA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restricted:  The 


operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  the  transportation  nf  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named 
facilities.  (131)  MC  128273  Sub  211, 
issued  April  8, 1977.  Rubber  (except  in 
bulk),  From  Vicksburg,  MS,  to  points  in 
AZ,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV.  NM.  OR,  UT,  WA 
and  WY;  and  Equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  processing  of 
rubber\ex cept  commodities  in  bulk), 

From  points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM, 
OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY,  to  Vicksburg,  MS. 
(132)  MS  128273  Sub  212,  issued  October 
4, 1977.  (1)  Clay  and  clay  products 
(except  in  bulk)  (a)  From  Kosse. 

Gonzales,  Palestine,  and  Zavalla,  TX,  to 
points  in  ME.  MH,  VT,  MA,  CT,  iRI,  DE, 

NJ,  MD,  VA,  WV,  KY,  MN,  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  MT,  WY,  ID,  and  NV.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(b)  From  points  in  Big  Horn  County,  WY, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
WY,  AK  and  HI),  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  in  (l)(a)  and  (l)(b)  above  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
brick  and  tile.  (2)  Soapstone  and 
soapstone  produats  (except  in  bulk), 

From  Gonzales,  Palestine  and  Zavalla, 
TX,  to  points  in  the  destination  states 
listed  in  (l)(a)  above,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(3)  Ground  barites  (except  in  bulk), 

From  Gonzales,  Houston  and  Zavalla, 

TX,  and  Morgan  City,  LA,  to  points  in 
the  destination  states  listed  in  (l)(a) 
above,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (133)  MC  128273 
Sub  214,  issued  February  21, 1979. 
Packaged  lubricants,  anti-freeze,  and 
automotive  chemicals  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (l)(a)  From 
Bradford,  (Oil  City,  and  New  Kensington, 
PA,  and  Congo  and  St.  Mary’s,  WV,  to 
points  in  MO,  KS,  OK.  TX,  AR,  LA,  MS, 
and  points  in  KY  (except  Louisville,  KY), 
and  TN,  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy 
65,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (l)(b)  From 
Bradford,  PA,  to  Springfield,  MO,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  othwerwise  authorized. 
(2)  From  Chicago,  IL  (except  points  in  IN 
in  the  Chicago  commercial  zone  as  • 
defined  by  the  Commission),  to  points  in 
the  destination  territory  named  in  (l)(a) 
above,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (3)  From  Wichita, 
KS,  to  paints  in  MO  ((except  Kansas 
City,  MO),  OK,  TX,  AR,  LA,  MS,  and 
points  in  KY  (except  (Louisville,  KY),  and 
TN.  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy  65, 


with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (4)(a)  From  Beaumont  and 
Port  Arthur,  TX,  to  points  in  MO,  KS, 

OK,  AR,  LA.  MS,  and  points  in  KY 
(except  Louisville,  KY),  and  TN,  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Hwy  65,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(4)(b)  From  Beaumont,  TX,  to  Idabel  and 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  and  Harrison  and 
Fort  Smith,  AR,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  under  1(a),  (2),  (3),  and 
4(a)  above  are  restricted  to  the  « 
transportation  of  shipments  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Wal-Mart  Stores.  Inc., 
located  at  points  in  the  above-named 
destination  states.  (134)  MC  128273  Sub 
219,  issued  November  5, 1976.  Petfoods; 
except  in  bulk,  From  the  plant  and 
storage  facilities  of  Hi-Life  Packing 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Chicago,  IL, 
and  Hamilton,  MI,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CT,  FL,  GA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MA,  MS,  MO, 
NJ,  NY,  NC,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA 
and  WV,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (135)  MC  128273 
Sub  220,  issued  March  15, 1977.  Dry 
powdered  printing  ink,  in  mixed  loads 
with  paper  and  paper  products,  From 
Riegelsville,  Hughesville,  Milford  and 
Warren  Glen,  NJ,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR, 
CA.  CO.  ID.  IL,  IN,  IA.  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI, 
MN,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  ND,  OH,  OK. 
OR.  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WV,  WI  and 
WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (136)  MC  128273  Sub  221, 
issued  December  1, 1977.  Mineral 
micronutrients  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  plant  and  animal  food  (except  in 
bulk),  From  Beckemeyer,  IL.  Clearwater, 
SC,  Lakeland,  FL,  and  Cedertown, 
Bainbridge,  and  Tifton,  GA,  to  points  in 
WI,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  DE,  MD,  VA.  NJ, 
PA  and  NY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized. 

(137)  MC  128273  (Sub-223),  issued 
October  1, 1976.  Stone  and  stone 
products,  From  points  in  Cflstilla 
County,  CO,  to  points  in  CT,  MA,  NH, 
NJ.  NY.  PA,  RI  and  VT,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

(138)  MC  128278  (Sub-224),  issued 
August  10, 1977;  Paper  printed  matter, 
From  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  ijexcept  AK,  HI  and 
OK),  with.no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Oklahoma 
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Graphics,  Division  of  the  Oklahoma 
Publishing  Company.  (139)  MC  128273 
(Sub-225),  issued  June  30, 1977.  Canned 
petfood  (except  frozen),  in  mixed  loads 
with  canned  goods.  From  San  Diego, 

CA,  to  points  in  IA,  IL  (except  Chicago), 
KS,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND,  SD  and  WI,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
From  Terminal  Island,  CA,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
WY,  CO  and  NM  (except  points  in  TX), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (140)  MC  128273  (Sub-226), 
issued  January  12, 1978.  Petroleum 
products,  in  containers,  From  New 
Orleans,  LA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID, 

MT,  NV.  NM,  OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  (141)  MC  128273  (Sub-227), 
issued  January  12, 1978.  Sisal  products. 
From  Laredo,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized 
herein.  (142)  MC  128273  (Sub-229), 
issued  September  13, 1977.  Stone  and 
stone  products.  From  points  in  Costilla 
County,  CO,  to  points  in  AR,  IN,  IL,  LA, 
MI,  MN,  ND,  OH  OK,  TX  and  WI,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Stone  and  stone  products  (except 
primary  building  stone),  From  points  in 
Costilla  County,  CO,  to  points  in  IA,  KS, 
MO  and  SD,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (143)  MC  128273 
(Sub-230),  issued  February  21, 1979. 
Paper  and  paper  products.  From 
Franklin,  VA,  to  points  in  OH  TN,  IN 
(except  points  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  40),  MI 
(except  points  north  of  Michigan  Hwy 
21),  and  Chicago,  IL,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(144)  MC  128273  (Sub-231),  issued  June  1, 
1977.  Motorcycles,  recreational  vehicles 
and  machines,  accessories  and  parts, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution  and/or 
sale  of  the  above-described 
commodities  (except  motor  homes  and 
except  commodities  in  bulk),  From 
points  in  Lancaster  County,  NE,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are 
restricted  to  movement  of  traffic  which 
originates  at  the  plantsites  and/or 
storage  facilities  of  Kawasaki  Motors 
Corporation  U.S~A.,  in  Lancaster 
County,  NE.  (145)  MC  128273  (Sub-232), 
issued  July  29, 1977.  Printed  matter 


(except  commodities  in  bulk),  From 
Willard,  OH,  and  Crawfordsville,  IN,  to  , 
points  in  AR,  LA,  KS,  LA,  MN,  MO,  NE, 
ND,  OK,  SD  and  TX,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  movement  of  traffic 
which  originates  at  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities  of  R.  R.  Donnelley  and 
Sons  Co.  at  Willard,  OH,  and/or 
Crawfordsville,  IN.  (146)  MC  128273 
(Sub-233),  issued  December  20, 1977. 
Plumbing  fixtures,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
distribution  or  sale  of  plumbing  fixtures, 
From  Ferguson,  KY,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI  and  KY), 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  plantsite  of  the  Crane  Co.,  at  or  near 
Ferguson,  KY.  (147)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
234),  issued  January  12, 1978. 
Motorcycles,  recreational  vehicles  and 
machines  (except  automobiles,  trucks 
and  buses),  and  accessories  and  parts 
thereof.  From  points  in  Los  Angeles  and 
Orange  Counties,  CA,  to  points  in  WA, 
OR,  ID,  UT,  NV  and  AZ,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  to  traffic  of  the 
Kawasaki  Motors  Corp.,  U.S.A. 
originating  at  the  facilities  used  by 
Kawasaki  Motors  Corp.,  U.S.A.,  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  named 
destination  states.  (148)  MC  128273 
(Sub-235),  iscued  January  12, 1978.  (a) 
Household  appliances,  and  (b)  parts  and 
accessories  for  household  appliances, 
From  the  warehouse  facilities  of  General 
Electric  Company  at  Little  Rock,  AR,  to 
points  in  LA,  MS  and  OK,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(149)  MC  128273  (Sub-236),  issued  March 
31, 1978.  Mowers,  tillers,  garden  and 
lawn  tractors,  motorcycles,  bicycles, 
outboard  motors,  parts  and  accessories 
of  the  named  items,  and  lubricants  used 
in  the  operations  of  those  items  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment).  From  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  Kiehaefer 
Corporation,  at  Fond  du  Lac,  WI,  Airens 
Corporation,  at  Brillion,  WI,  Outboard 
Marine  Corporation,  at  Peoria, 

Galesburg  and  Waukegan,  IL,  Edco 
Corporation,  at  Des  Moines,  IA,  Murray 
Ohio  Manufacturing  Company,  at 
Lawrenceburg,  TN,  Pro,  Inc.,  at  Gardner, 
KS,  and  Harley-Davidson  Company,  at 
York,  PA,  to  points  in  LA,  those  in  that 
part  of  MS  on  or  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  80, 


and  those  in  that  part  of  AR  on  or  south 
of  Arkansas  Hwy  4,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  above 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
points  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  Juvenile  furniture  and  toys. 
From  Brent,  AL,  to  points  in  LA,  MS  and 
AR,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  under  the  route 
description  next  above  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  N.D.  Cass  Company, 
at  Brent,  AL,  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (150)  MC  128273 
(Sub-239),  issued  July  5, 1977.  Adhesives, 
when  moving  in  mixed  shipments  with 
paper  and  paper  products,  From 
Chillicothe  and  Schooleys,  OH,  to  points 
in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MS, 
MO,  MT,  NE,  NV.  NM.  ND.  OK,  OR,  SD, 
TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of  the 
Mead  Corporation  at  Chillicothe  and 
Schooleys,  OH. 

(151)  MC  128273  Sub  240,  issued 
February  24, 1978.  Such  commodities  as 
are  manufactured,  processed,  sold,  used, 
distributed  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers, 
converters  and  printers  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  From  the  facilities  of  (1)  Akrosil 
Corporation  at  or  near  Menasha,  WI,  (2) 
Appleton  Papers  Division  of  NCR  at  or 
near  Appleton,  Combined  Locks  and 
Portage,  WI,  (3)  Badger  Paper  Mills,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Peshtigo,  WI,  (4)  George 
Banta  Company,  Inc.,  and  subsidiaries 
at  or  near  Neenah,  Menasha  and 
Rhinelander,  WI,  (5)  Bay  West  Division 
of  Mosinee  Paper  Corporation  at  or  near 
Green  Bay  and  Columbus,  WI,  (6) 
Bergstrom  Paper  Company  at  or  near 
Neenah,  WI,  (7)  Brown  Company  at  or 
near  Eau  Claire  and  Ladysmith, WI,  (8) 
Callenor  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Menomonee  Falls,  WI,  (9)  Central  Paper 
Co.,  at  or  near  Menasha,  WI,  (10) 
Flambeau  Paper  Co.,  at  or  near  Park 
Falls,  WI,  (11)  Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation  at  or  near  Tomahawk,  WI, 
(12)  Gilbert  Paper  Co.,  at  or  near 
Menasha,  WI,  (13)  Hoffmaster  Co.,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Oshkosh,  WI,  (14)  Kimberly- 
Clark  Corporation  at  or  near  Neenah, 
WI,  (15)  Mid-tec  Paper  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Kimberly,  WI,  (16)  Paeon  Corporation  at 
or  near  Appleton,  WI,  (17)  Thilmany 
Pulp  &  Paper  Co.,  Division  of 
Hammermill  Paper  at  or  near  Kaukauna, 
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Wl.  (18)  Ward  Paper  Company  at  or 
near  Merrill,  WI,  (19)  Wausau  Paper 
Mills  Co.,  at  oj  near  Brokaw,  WI,  (20) 
Weyerhaeuser  Company  at  or  near 
Rothschild,  WI,  (21)  Wisconsin  Paper 
Croup,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Menasha,  WI,  (22) 
Wisconsin  Tissue  Mills,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Menasha,  WI.  (23)  Consoldiated  Papers, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Appleton,  Biron,  Stevens 
Point  and  Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wl,  and 
(24)  Fort  Howard  Paper  Company  at  or 
near  Green  Bay,  WI,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
AZ.  CA.  CO,  ID.  KS,  KY,  LA,  MS,  MO, 
MT.  NV,  NM,  OK,  OR.  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA 
and  WY,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Restriction:  The 
service  described  herein  is  restricted  (a) 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  facilties 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  above- 
named  states  (except  that  the  destined- 
to  restriction  shall  not  apply  to 
movements  in  foreign  commerce).  (152) 
MC  128273  Sub  241,  issued  January  12, 
1978.  Paper  and  paper  products.  From 
Ripon  and  Anderson,  CA,  to  points  in 
AL.  CT.  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY,  ME,  MA,  MD, 
MS.  NH.  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN, 

VT.  VA.  WV  and  DC,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(153)  MC  128273  Sub  242,  issued 
September  6, 1978.  (1)  Foodstuffs  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  bakery 
products  (except  frozen  foods,  sugar, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  Appendix 
I  to  the  Decision  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209),  From  the  facilities  of  Rust  Sales 
Company  at  Denver,  CO,  to  points  in 
AZ,  AR.  CA,  IL,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  MT, 
NE.  NV.  NM.  ND,  OK,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WI 
and  WY.  (2)  Canned  goods  (except 
frozen  foods  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
From  the  facilities  of  Skyland  Food 
Corporation  at  Delta,  CO,  Fort  Lupton 
Canning  Company  at  Fort  Lupton,  CO, 
and  Western  Foods  Products  Company, 
Inc.,  at  Fort  Collins  and  Lajunta,  CO,  to 
points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND, 
OK.  SD.  TX,  UT,  WI  and  WY. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  above 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  points 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  defined 
destination  territory.  (154)  MC  128273 
Sub  244,  issued  March  30, 1978. 
Aluminum  (except  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  From 
Chalmette,  LA,  to  Philadelphia,  PA,  and 
St.  Louis,  MO,  and  points  in  IL,  IN,  MN. 
OH  and  WI,  with  no  transportation  for 


compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (155)  MC  128273 
Sub  245,  issued  January  12, 1978. 
Refrigerant  and  dispersant  gas,  in 
containers,  From  the  facilities  of  Kaiser 
Aluminum  and  Chemical  Corporation,  at 
Gramercy,  LA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  OR 
and  WA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (156)  MC  128273 
Sub  246,  issued  March  7, 1978.  Animal 
feed,  From  Irvine  and  Santa  Fe  Springs, 
CA.  to  points  in  KY,  IL,  IN,  MI,  OH  and 
TN,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (157)  MC  128273 
Sub  247,  issued  January  1 7, 1978.  Coffee 
(except  coffee  beans  and  except  in 
bulk),  From  Edgewater,  NJ,  to  points  in 
WI,  MN.  ND  and  SD,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
herein  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  facilties  of  Hills 
Bros.  Coffee,  Inc.,  at  Edgewater,  NJ,  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination 
states.  (158)  MC  128273  Sub  248,  issued 
April  21, 1978.  Printed  matter,  from 
Willard,  OH,  and  Crawfordsville,  IN,  to 
points  in  AZ.  CA.  CO.  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM, 
OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY.  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(159)  MC  128273  (Sub-252),  issued  April 
13, 1978.  Canned  goods  (except  frozen 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  From  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Joan  of  Arc  Company  located  at  or  near 
Turkey,  NC,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA, 

CO.  ID.  IA,  KS.  LA,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE, 
NV,  NM.  MD.  OK.  OR.  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA, 
WI  and  WY.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  to  movement 
of  traffic  which  originates  at  the 
plantsite  and/or  warehouse  facilities  of 
the  above-named  shipper  and  destined 
to  points  within  the  destination  territory 
described.  (160a)  MC  128273  (Sub-253), 
issued  January  26, 1979.  Coffee,  tea, 
sugar,  cream,  cream  substitutes, 
beverages,  beverage  stirrers,  and 
beverage  filters  (except  in  bulk),  From 
the  facilities  of  CFS  Continental,  at 
Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK.  HI,  LA  and  TX). 

(l60a)  MC  128273  (Sub-254),  issued  May 
8,  J978.  Electrical  appliances,  electrical 
motors,  household  stools,  kitchen 
chairs,  lawn  care  products,  home  care 
products,  personal  care  products, 
barbeque  equipment  and  recreational 
equipment.  From  the  facilities  of  Neosho 
Products  Company.  Division  of 
Sunbeam  Corporation,  located  at  or  near 
Neosho,  MO.  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  MS,  TN,  KY, 
IL,  WI  and  MN,  with  no  transportation 


for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (161)  MC  128273 
(Sub-255),  issued  October  16, 1978. 

Paints,  stains  and  vanishes  (except  in 
bulk),  From  the  facilities  of  Baltimore 
Paint  and  Chemical  Company  at  or  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
the  United  States  in  and  west  of  MI,  OH, 
KY,  TN  and  MS  (except  AK  and  HI). 

(162)  MC  128273  (Sub-257),  issued 
January  25. 1978.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  From  the  facilities  of  Fort 
Howard  Paper  Company  at  or  near 
Muskogee,  OK,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR, 
CA,  CO,  FL,  GA,  ID.  KS,  KY,  LA,  MS, 

MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  NC,  OR,  SC,  TN, 
TX,  UT,  VA,  WY  and  WI:  and 
Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  From  the 
above-specified  destinations  to  the 
above-specified  origin  point.  Restriction: 
The  authority  granted  herein  is 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  the  named  shipper  at  or 
near  Muskogee,  OK.  (163)  MC  128273 
(Sub-259),  issued  May  8, 1978.  Toys  and 
games  and  parts  for  toys  and  parts  for 
toys  and  games,  From  Booneville,  AR, 

To  points  in  CT,  DE.  FL,  GA,  IL  (except 
East  St.  Louis,  and  points  in  the  St. 

Louis,  MO-East  St.  Louis,  IL,  commercial 
zone),  IN,  KY,  ME.  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  OH,  PA.  RI.  SC.  TN  (except 
Memphis  and  points  in  its  commercial 
zone),  VT,  VA.  WV,  WI  and  DC,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
(164)  MC  128273  (Sub-260),  issued  April 
13, 1978.  Paper,  woodpulp,  paper 
products  and  products  produced  and 
utilized  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  the  foregoing  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  Between 
Oswego,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
which  are  in  and  west  of  MN,  IA,  MO, 
AR,  and  LA  (except  those  in  AK,  CA,  HI, 
OR,  UT  and  WA).  Restricted:  The 
authority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
Oswego,  NY.  (165)  MC  128273  (Sub-261), 
issued  April  11, 1978.  Toys  and 
playground  equipment.  From  Bossier 
City,  LA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  OR  and 
WA,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  (166)  MC  128273 
(Sub-262),  issued  June  9, 1978.  Paper, 
paper  products,  wood  flour,  and 
products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  From  Berlin 
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and  Gorham,  NH,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR 
and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI).  (167)  MC 
128273  (Sub-263),  issued  May  2, 1979. 
Printed  matter.  From  Crawfordsville,  IN 
and  Willard,  OH,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN  and 
MS,  restricted  to  the  movement  of  traffic 
which  originates  at  the  facilities  of  R.  R. 
Donnelley  &  Sons  Company,  at 
Crawfordsville,  IN,  and  Willard,  OR 
(168)  MC  128273  (Sub-264),  issued 
October  17, 1978.  (a)  Glass  and  glass 
products  and  glazing  units.  From  the 
facilities  of  Fourco  Glass  Company  at 
Clarksburg,  WV,  and  in  Taylor  County, 
WV,  to  those  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  west  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  LA  and 
MS  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (b) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  described  in  (a)  above 
(except  in  bulk),  From  the  destination 
points  in  (a)  above  to  the  origins  in  (a) 
above.  (169)  MC  128273  (Sub-265),  issued 
August  30, 1978.  Toys,  games  and 
children’s  vehicles,  From  the  facilities  of 
Louis  Marx  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Girard,  PA,  Glendale,  WV,  and 
Columbus,  OH,  to  those  points  in  that 
part  of  the  United  States  in  and  west  of 
WI,  IL,  MO,  TN  and  AL  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (170)  MC  128273  (Sub-266),  issued 
September  28, 1978.  Charcoal,  hickory 
chips  and  charcoal  lighter  fluid  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  Dickinson, 
ND,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  MT.  NV, 

OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY. 

(171)  MC  128273  Sub  269,  issued  August 
25, 1978.  Paper  and  paper  products, 

From  the  facilities  of  the  Mead 
Corporation  at  or  near  Croos  (Escanaba) 
MI,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  FL,  GA,  IA, 
KS,  KY  (except  Louisville),  ME,  MD, 

MA,  MO  (except  St.  Louis),  NE,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  PA.  RI,  SC,  TN,  VT,  VA  and 
DC.  (172)  MC  128273  Sub  270,  issued 
August  30, 1978.  Paper  and  paper 
products,  printed  matter  and  products 
produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  From  the 
facilities  of  Scott  Paper  Company  at 
Winslow,  Portland,  Westbrook,  and 
Somerset  County,  ME,  to  points  in  AL, 
MS  and  TN,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR 
and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI).  (173)  MC 
128273  Sub  272,  issued  March  2, 1979.  (1) 
Room  air  conditioners,  residential 
heating  and  air  conditioning  units, 
household  trash  compactors,  microwave 
ovens,  household  ranges,  stoves  and 
range  hoods.  From  Fayetteville,  TN,  to 
points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IL,  IA,  KS, 
LA,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE.  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK, 
OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI  and  WY,  and 


(2)  Equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles).  From  points  in  the 
destination  states  named  in  (1)  above  to 
Fayetteville,  TN.  (174)  MC  128273  Sub 
273,  issued  October  16, 1979.  Coffee  and 
coffee  products,  tea,  freeze-dried  coffee, 
extract  of,  instant,  soluble,  dry  in  jars, 
packages  or  cartons,  beverage 
preparations,  liquid  tea  concentrates 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles)  From  Linden  and  Morris 
Plains,  NJ,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
CO,  GA,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI, 
MN,  MS,  MO.  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND, 

OH,  OK,  OR,  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI 
and  WY,  Restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  the  Coca  Cola 
Company  Foods  Division  at  (1)  Linden, 
NJ  and  (2)  Morris  Plains,  NJ,  and 
destined  to  the  involved  destination 
states.  (175)  MC  128273  Sub  274,  issued 
February  23, 1979.  (1)  Such  merchandise 
used  by,  dealt  in  or  distributed  by 
wholesale  or  retail  grocery,  department, 
drug  and  variety  stores  and  institutional 
supply  firms  (except  frozen  foods,  meat, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products, 
salad  dressings,  yeast,  uncooked  bakery 
goods,  candy  and  confectionery 
products  and,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
(2)  supplies  and  materials  (except 
frozen  foods,  meat,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  salad  dressings, 
yeast,  uncooked  bakery  goods,  candy 
and  confectionery  products  and,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  such 
merchandise  described  in  (1)  above. 
Between  Byhalia,  MS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Restriction: 
the  authority  granted  herein  is  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Gem,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Byhalia,  MS.  (176)  MC  128273  Sub  275, 
issued  October  16, 1979.  To  operate  as  a 
comon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce:  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Printed 
matter,  from  the  facilities  of  R.  R. 
Donnelley  and  Sons  Company  at 
Lancaster,  PA,  and  Old  Say-brook,  CT, 
to  all  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI);  and  (2)  Materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  (except  paper, 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  all  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  to  the 
facilities  of  R.  R.  Donnelley  and  Sons 
Company  at  Lancaster,  PA,  and  Old 
Saybrook,  CT.  Restrictions:  (1) 
Restricted  in  paragraph  1  to  traffic 
which  originates  at  Lancaster,  PA,  and 


Old  Saybrook,  CT,  and  is  destined  to 
points  involved  in  the  destination 
territory.  (2)  Restricted  in  Paragraph  2  to 
traffic  originating  at  points  involved  in 
the  origin  territory  and  destined  to 
Lancaster,  PA,  and  Old  Saybrook,  CT. 

(3)  Restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  printed  matter  from  Old  Saybrook, 

CT,  to  Springfield,  Boston,  Pittsfield, 
Worcester,  and  Lawrence,  MA, 
Providence  and  Woonsocket,  RI, 

Concord  and  Manchester,  NH, 

Burlington,  Rutland,  and  Brattleboro, 

VT,  Bangor,  Portland  and  Augusta,  ME, 
and  New  York  and  Albany,  NY.  (177) 

MC  128273  Sub  276,  issued  November 
29, 1978.  Paper  and  paper  products, 
(except  in  bulk),  From  the  facilities  of 
the  International  Paper  Company  at  or 
near  Jay  and  Livermore  Falls,  NE,  to 
points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  DE,  FL, 
GA,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI, 

MN,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  NC.  ND, 
OH,  OK,  OR,  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  VA, 
WA.  WV,  WI,  WY,  DC,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  York  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Hwy  81,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  15.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (178)  MC  128273 
Sub  277,  issued  April  16, 1979.  Paper  and 
paper  products,  pulpboard,  products 
produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
foregoing  commodities  (except 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  Between 
Camden,  AR,  and  Redwood,  MS,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 

(2)  Between  Pine  Bluff,  Ar,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  within 
the  States  of  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL, 

ID,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MN,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NH, 
NJ,  NM,  NY,  NC,  ND,  OH,  OR,  PA,  RI, 

SC,  SD,  UT,  VT,  VA,  WA,  WV,  WY,  and 
the  DC.  (3)  From  points  in  the  States  of 
AL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MS, 

MO,  OK,  TN,  TX,  and  WI,  to  Pine  Bluff, 
AR.  (4)  Between  Mobile,  AL  and  Moss 
Point,  MS,  On  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  AL,  CT,  Wilmington,  DE, 
and  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  points  in  that  part  of  FL 
west  of  the  Apalachicola  River,  GA, 
points  in  IL  north  and  east  of  a  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  36  from  the 
IL-IN  State  line  to  Springfield,  IL,  then 
along  IL  Hwy  29  to  Peru,  IL,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  51  to  the  IL-WI  State  line,  IN, 
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Louisville,  Ky,  and  its  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  MD,  MA, 
NJ.  points  in  that  part  of  NY  north  and 
east  of  U.S.  Alternate  Hwy  20  from  Lake 
Erie  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  20,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  20  to  junction  NY  Hwy  8,  then 
along  NY  Hwy  8  to  the  NY-PA  State 
line,  NC,  points  in  that  part  of  OH  on, 
west  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  a 
point  on  the  OH-PA  State  line  near 
Sharon.  PA,  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy 
62  to  Columbus,  OH,  then  along  U.S. 

Hwy  23  to  Circleville,  OH,  and  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  22  to  Cincinnati,  OH, 

PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  Richmond,  VA,  and  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  points  in  that  part  of  WV 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy  33,  Charleston,  WV, 
and  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  in  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4}  above  is 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  International 
Paper  Company  at  Mobile,  AL,  Camden 
and  Pine  Bluff,  AR,  Moss  Point  and 
Redwood,  MS.  (179)  MC  128273  Sub  278, 
issued  October  16, 1979.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  manufactured  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  of  rubber 
or  plastic  products,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  commodities  which,  because 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  From  the  facilities  of 
BF  Goodrich  Company,  Chemical 
Division,  at  or  near  Henry,  IL,  Louisville, 
KY,  Pedricktown,  NJ,  and  Akron  and 
Avon  Lake,  OH,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR 
and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI),  Restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  BF 
Goodrich  Company,  Chemical  Division, 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  described 
destination  States.  (180)  MC  128273  Sub 
280,  issued  October  16, 1979.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting,  (1) 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
vehicle  body  sealer,  and  sound 
deadener  compound  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
(a)  from  Bradford,  Petrolia,  Emlenton, 
Karns  City  and  Farmers  Valley,  PA; 
Buffalo,  NY:  and  St.  Mary’s  and  Congo, 
WV  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KS.  KY.  LA,  MI.  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  ND, 
OK,  SD.  TN.  TX,  WI;  and  (b)  from  East 
Butler  and  Warren,  PA  to  all  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  west  of  MI,  IN, 
KY.  TN  and  AL  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and.  (2)  commercial  and  Industrial 
petroleum  lubricants,  oils  and  greases, 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 


used  in  connection  with  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  petroleum  oils,  lubricants 
and  greases  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Toledo,  OH, 
to  all  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
west  pf  MI,  IN,  KY,  TN  and  AL  (except 
AK  and  HI),  (1)  Restricted  against  the 
movement  of  traffic  moving  from  the 
facilities  of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining 
Corporation  at  Congo  and  St.  Marys, 

WV,  to  points  in  AR  and  OK;  and  (2) 
Restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  origin  points  and  destined 
to  the  above-described  destination 
territories. 

(181)  MC  128273  (Sub-281),  issued 
February  23, 1979.  (1)  Petroleum  and 
petroleum  products,  vehicle  body  sealer, 
sound  deadener  compounds,  and  filters 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Jasper,  TN,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (2)  Materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  OH.  WV,  PA,  AL,  GA, 

VA,  and  KY  to  Jasper,  TN.  (3)  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  vehicle  body 
sealer,  sound  deadener  compounds,  and 
filters,  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
OH,  NY.  RI.  PA.  and  WV  to  Jasper.  TN. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

The  authority  granted  in  (1)  is  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Jasper,  TN.  The  authority 
granted  in  (2)  and  (3)  is  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  destined  to 
Jasper,  TN.  (182)  MC  128273  (Sub-282), 
issued  October  25, 1978.  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,),  from  the 
facilities  of  Champion  International 
Corporation  at  Cincinati,  OH,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  west  of  MN, 
IA,  MO,  AR  and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted  herein 
is  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination 
territory.  (183)  MC  128273  (Sub-286F), 
issued  October  25, 1979.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting 
motorcycles,  recreational  vehicles,  and 
those  commodities  used  by  or  dealt  in 
by  manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
motorcycles  and  recreational  vehicles, 
except  self-propelled  vehicles  weighing 
individually  in  excess  of  1,500  pounds, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
which,  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
require  special  equipment,  (1)  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange 
Counties,  CA,  ports  of  entry  in  the  states 
of  NJ  and  NY.  Atlanta  and  Savannah, 
GA,  Baltimore.  MD.  Edison,  NJ, 


Charleston,  SC,  Houston,  TX,  Norfolk, 
VA,  and  Seattle,  WA,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  except  AK.  KI,  and  points 
in  Lancaster  County,  NE,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  the  United  States,  except  AK, 
HI,  and  NE,  to  points  in  Lancaster 
County,  NE;  Restriction:  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  utilized  by 
Kawasaki  Motors,  Corp.,  U.S.A.,  except 
such  traffic  moving  in  foreign  commerce. 
(184)  MC  128273  (Sub-287F),  issued 
October  16, 1979.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  paper  and 
paper  products,  and  products  produced 
or  distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  between 
the  facilities  of  Scott  Paper  Company  at 
Muskegon  and  Detroit,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  IL,  IN,  MI, 
OH  and  WI).  Restriction:  (1)  to 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations  and  (2)  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  between 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  its  commercial 
zone,  and  the  facilities  of  Scotts  Paper 
Company,  at  Detroit,  MI.  (185)  MC 
128273  (Sub-288F),  issued  January  24, 
1979.  Pulpboard  products  and  fiberboard 
products,  containers,  container  ends  and 
sealing  machines,  from  the  facilities  of 
the  Mead  Corporation  at  or  near 
Avondale,  GA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  west  of  MN,  SD,  NE,  MO, 
AR  and  TX  (except  AK  and  HI).  (186) 

MC  128273  (Sub-289F),  issued  October 
16, 1979.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Paper,  paper  products,  and 
plastic  products,  from  Kalamazoo  and 
Parchment,  MI,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  IA, 

NE  and  OH,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
PA  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  PA- 
WV  state  line  and  extending  over  U.S. 
Hwy  119  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  219,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  219,  to  the  NY-PA  state 
line,  points  in  that  part  of  WI  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  41,  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul, 
MN,  and  points  in  their  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  Kansas 
City,  MO,  and  Kansas  City.  KS,  and 
points  in  their  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  Louisville, 
KY,  Austin;  MN  St.  Louis  MO,  Buffalo, 
Syracuse  and  Rochester,  NY  and  points 
in  their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission.  Restriction:  Restricted 
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to  traffic  which  originates  at  the 
facilities  of  Allied  Paper,  Inc.;  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corporation;  and/or  Brown 
Company.  (187)  MC  128273  (Sub-290F), 
issued  January  24, 1979.,  Paper  and 
paper  products,  printed  matter,  and 
products  produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  from  the  facilities  of 
Soott  Paper  Company  at  Winslow, 
Portland,  Westbrook,  and  points  in 
Somerset  County,  ME,  to  points  in  CT, 
DE,  FL.  GA,  IL  IN,  KY,  MD,  MA,  MI, 

NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  VT, 

VA,  WV  and  WI.  (188)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
291F),  issued  April  26, 1979.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  of  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of  the  Mead 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Escanaba,  MI,  to 
points  in  CA.  (189)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
294F),  issued  May  3, 1979.  (l)(a) 
Cushioning  materials,  absorbents, 
ceiling  tile,  insulating  materials,  and 
mulch,  and  (b)  equipment,  materials, 
and  accessories  used  in  the  installation 
or  application  of  the  commodities  in 

(1) (a)  above,  from  Cloquet,  MN  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  IL, 
IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND,  SD,  WI,  and 
the  Upper  Peninsula  of  MI),  and,  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution  or 
application  of  the  commodities  in  ( l)(a ) 
above  except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI,  IL,  IA,  KS,  MN, 
MO,  NE,  ND,  SD,  WI,  and  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  MI)  to  Cloquet,  MN, 
Restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Conwed 
Corporation  at  or  near  Cloquet,  MN. 

(190)  MC  128273  (Sub-296F),  issued 
November  6, 1979.  Canned  Goods,  from 
points  in  Cameron,  Hidalgo,  and  La 
Vaca  Counties,  TX,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI  and  TX). 

(191)  MC  128273  (Sub-297F),  issued  May 
29, 1979.  (1)  Such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured,  dealt  in  or  distributed  by 
sporting  goods  stores,  between 
Milwaukee,  WI,  and  Richmond,  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 

(2)  Bicycles,  accessories  and  parts, 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution,  and 
sale  of  bicycles,  between  Azusa  and 
City  of  Industry,  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  CA,  and  HI):  (3) 
Bicycles,  tricycles  and  parts,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  sale  of 
bicycles  and  tricycles,  between  Celina, 


OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 

HI  and  OH);  and  (4)  Automotive  parts, 
accessories  and  service  equipment,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
by  automotive  service  and  supply 
dealers,  between  Delphos,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK,  HI  and 
OH).  Restrictions:  All  of  the  above 
authority  is  restricted,  (a)  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in' bulk;  in 
tank  vehicles,  and,  (b)  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Huffy 
Corporation,  at  (1)  Milwaukee,  WI;  (2) 
Richmond,  IN;  (3)  Azusa,  CA;  (4)  City  of 
Industry,  CA;  (5)  Celina,  OH;  and  (6) 
Delphos,  OH.  (192)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
298F),  issued  February  14, 1980.  Such 
commodities  as  are  manufactured, 
processed,  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers 
of  rubber  and  rubber  products,  and 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
rubber  and  rubber  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  the  Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber 
Company,  at  or  near  Lawton,  OK,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(193)  MC  128273  (Sub-299F),  issued  May 
6, 1980.  Animal  food  and  animal  food 
ingredients  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Star-Kist  Foods,  Inc.,  Perham,  MN,  and 
Muscatine,  IA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI). 

Restriction:  The  above  authority  is 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  named 
facilities  of  the  shipper.  (194)  MC  128273 
(Sub-30lF),  issued  October  16, 1979. 
Paper  and  paper  products  produced  or 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  (1)  From  the  facilities  of: 
Olinkraft,  Inc.,  at  Evandale,  OH; 
Diamond  International  Corporation  at 
Hamilton,  Lockland,  Middletown  and 
Norwood,  OH,  Miami  Valley  Paper 
Shippers’  Association  at  Hamilton,  OH; 
Interstate  Folding  Box  Company  at 
Miamisburg  and  Middletown,  OH;  Sorg 
Paper  Company  at  Middletown,  OH,  and 
West  Carrollton  Parchment  Co.,  at  West 
Carrollton,  OH,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY, 
TN,  and  MS,  points  in  St.  Louis  County, 
MO  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Minneapolis,  MN,  (2)  From  the  facilities 
of  Beckett  Paper  Company,  Division  of 
Hammermill  Paper  Co.,  at  Hamilton, 

OH,  to  points  in  ID,  WI,  MI,  IN,  OH,  PA, 
NY,  VT,  ME,  RI,  NH,  MA,  CT,  NJ.  DE, 
MD,  VA,  WV,  TN,  MS,  AL,  GA,  and  FL, 
those  points  in  IL  on  and  north  of  U.S. 


Hwy  36,  and  Kansas  City  and  Wichita, 
KS,  Louisville,  KY,  New  Orleans  and 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  OK,  Dallas, 
Fort  Worth,  San  Antonio  and  Houston, 
TX,  and  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN. 
and  (3)  From  the  facilities  of:  Brown- 
Bridge  Division  of  Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation  at  Troy,  OH;  Crystal  Tissue 
Company  at  Middletown,  OH;  Duro 
Paper  Bag  Manufacturing  Company  at 
Covington,  Erlanger  and  Ludlow,  KY; 
and  French  Paper  Company  at  Niles,  MI, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  The  authority  contained  in 
(1),  (2)  and  (3)  is  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  facilities. 
The  authority  authorized  to  the  extent  it 
duplicates  any  heretofore  granted  to 
applicant  shall  not  be  construed  as 
conferring  more  than  one  operating 
right.  (195)  MC  128273  (Sub-303F),  issued 
October  16, 1979.  (1)  Such  products  as 
are  manufactured  and  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  and  wood  flour 
(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
Berlin,  Gorham,  and  Nashua,  NH,  and 
Lawrence  and  Lowell,  MA,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL, 
KY,  TN  and  MS;  and  (2)  Materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL 
KY,  TN,  and  MS,  to  Berlin,  Gorham,  and 
Nashua,  NH,  and  Lawrence  and  Lowell, 
MA.  Restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Brown 
Company  at  Berlin,  Gorham,  and 
Nashua,  NH,  and  Lawrence  and  Lowell, 
MA.  (196)  MC  128273  (Sub-305F),  issued 
October  16, 1979.  Printed  matter  and 
such  products  as  are  manufactured  and 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Niagara  Falls,  NY,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL  GA,  IL  IN,  IA,  KS, 
KY.  LA,  MI,  MN.  MO,  MS,  NE,  NC,  OH, 
OK,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  WI. 

Restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Niagara  Falls,  NY.  (197) 
MC  128273  (Sub-306F),  issued  October 
16, 1979.  Paper  from  Brewer,  ME,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
HI,  and  ME),  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin.  (198)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
307),  issued  November  21, 1979.  Such 
products  as  are  manufactured  and 
distributed  by  manufacturers  and 
converters  of  paper  and  paper  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  (1)  From  the  facilities  of 
Fletcher  Paper  Company  at  Alpena,  MI. 
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to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL, 

GA.  ID.  IL.  IN.  LA.  KS.  KY,  LA.  ME,  MD. 
MA.  MN.  MS.  MO.  MT,  NE.  NV,  NH.  NJ. 
NM.  NY.  NC.  ND.  OH,  OK.  PA.  RL  SC. 

SD.  TN,  UT.  VT,  VA,  WV,  WI.  and  WY. 
and,  (2)  From  the  facilities  of  Watervliet 
Paper  Company,  Inc.,  at  Watervliet  and 
Sodus,  MI,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  IN,  IA, 

ME.  MN.  MA,  NE,  NH,  NJ.  NY,  OH,  PA, 
RI,  VT,  VA.  WV,  and  WI,  and  those  in 
IL  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  30,  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
facilities  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (199)  MC 128273  (Sub- 
309F),  issued  June  8, 1979.  (1)  Water 
heaters  and  water  heater  parts,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  distribution,  and 
sale  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  and  those  which  because 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  between 
Middleville,  MI,  and  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  and  (3)  Water  heaters  and 
water  heater  parts,  and  (4)  accessories 
for  the  commodities  named  in  (3)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  and  those  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Boston,  MA,  Atlanta,  CA,  Louisville,  KY, 
Dallas,  TX,  Minneapolis,  MN,  Denver, 
CO,  and  Portland,  OR,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (200) 
MC  128273  (Sub-311F),  issued  October 

18. 1979.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  manufacturers  and  converters  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  From  the  facilities 
of  the  Mead  Corporation  at  Chillicothe 
and  Schooley’s  OH,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR, 
CA,  CO,  ID,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MS,  MO,  MT, 
NE.  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR.  SD,  TX.  UT, 
WA,  and  WY,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities. 

(201)  MC  128273  (Sub-312F)  issued  May 

30. 1979.  Perlite,  vermiculite,  vermiculite 
products,  plant  and  soil  media  mix,  and 
peat  moss  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles),  From  Tampa,  FL,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 

FL,  and  HI).  (202)  MC  128273  (Sub-313F) 
issued  December  10, 1979!  Sugar,  in 
containers,  from  Sugar  Land,  TX,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
HI  &  TX).  (203)  MC  128273  (Sub-315F) 
issued  December  13, 1979.  Talc  (except 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  from  Three 
Forks,  MT,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI  and  MT).  (204)  MC 
128273  (Sub-316F)  issued  May  2, 1979. 
Such  commodities  as  are  used  or 
distributed  by  building  materials  supply 


houses,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  and  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  between  Kansas 
City,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI,  and  MO),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Zea 
Chemical  &  Research,  at  Kansas  City, 

MO.  (205)  MC  128273  (Sub-318F)  issued 
April  26?  1979.  (1)  Paper  and  Paper 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
International  Paper  Co.,  at  or  near 
Pittsburg,  KS,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
Equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  in 
the  reverse  direction,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  International 
Paper  Co.,  at  or  near  Pittsburg,  KS.  (206) 
MC  128273  (Sub-320F)  issued  June  14, 
1979.  (1)  Cots,  beds,  and  parts  and 
accessories  for  cots  and  beds,  and  (2) 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (a)  From 
Carthage,  MO,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA. 
CO.  FL,  ID,  KS.  LA,  MS.  MT,  NV.  NM. 

ND,  OK,  OR,  SD,  UT.  WA  and  WY,  (b) 
From  Hominy,  OK,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  ID,  KS.  ME,  MA,  MT, 

NE,  NV,  NH,  NJ,  NM,  NY,  ND,  OR,  RL 
SD,  TX,  UT,  VT.  WA,  and  WY,  and  (c) 
From  Ennis,  Dallas,  and  Fort  Worth,  TX, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Mississippi  River,  and  extending 
along  the  Mississippi  River  to  junction 
with  the  western  boundary  of  Itasca 
County,  MN,  then  north  over  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
United  States  and  Canadian  boundary 
lines  (except  points  in  AK,  AR.  MI,  IA, 
KS,  MO,  NE,  ND,  OK,  and  SD).  (207)  MC 
128273  (Sub-321F)  issued  October  23, 
1979.  Animal  feed,  feed  ingredients,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
animal  feed  and  feed  ingredients, 

(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles);  between  the  facilities  used  by 
Perk  Foods,  at  or  near  (a)  Kansas  City, 
KS,  and  (b)  Camp  Hill  and 
Mechanicsburg,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above-named  facilities  of 
Perk  Foods.  (208)  MC  128273  (Sub-322F) 
issued  October  23, 1979.  Charcoal 


briquets  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  Pachuta,  MS,  to 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  SC,  NC.  TN,  and 
LA. 

(209)  MC  128273  (Sub-330F),  issued 
August  8, 1979.  Materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  mining  company 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  and  commodities,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  CO,  and  HI), 
to  the  facilities  of  Colorado  Aggregate 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  points  in  Costilla  County, 

CO.  Restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  die  named  facilities. 

(210)  MC  128273  (Sub-332),  issued 
August,  20, 1979.  (1)  Petroleum, 
petroleum  products,  vehicle  body  sealer 
compounds  and  sound  deadener 
compounds,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters,  from 
points  in  Warren  County,  MS,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  The  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in 
AL,  GA,  IL.  IN.  KY.  NY,  OH.  OK,  PA,  RI. 
SC,  VA,  and  WV,  to  points  in  Warren 
County,  MS,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining 
Corporation  at  points  in  Warren  County, 
MS.  (211)  MC  128273  (Sub-334F),  issued 
November  21, 1979.  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  converters  of  paper  and  paper 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  From  the  facilities 
of  Hammermill  Paper  Company  .at  Erie, 
PA,  to  points  in  FL,  AL  (except  Selma), 
GA.  SC,  TN  and  KY,  (2)  From  the 
facilities  of  Hammermill  Paper 
Company,  at  Lock  Haven,  PA,  to  points 
in  FL,  AL  (except  Mobile),  GA  and  SC 
and  (3)  From  the  facilities  of 
Hammermill  Paper  Company  at  Oswego, 
NY,  to  points  in  FL,  MS,  AL,  GA,  SC,  TN 
and  KY.  Restricted  in  (1),  (2)  and  (3) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  facilities  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(212)  MC  128273  (Sub-335F),  issued 
November  21, 1979.  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  sporting  goods,  and 
recreational  equipment,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  Ponca  City,  OK  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI  and  OK), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
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originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Huffy  Corporation.  (213)  MC  128273 
(Sub-337F),  issued  November  28, 1979. 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  sporting  goods  and  recreational 
equipment,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI  and  WI),  to  the  facilities 
of  Frabil  Manufacturing  Company, 
Division  of  Huffy  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Milwaukee,  WI,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  destined  to  the 
indicated  destination.  (214)  MC  128273 
(Sub-340F),  issued  April  11, 1980.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  converters  of  paper 
products  and  plastic  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
and  commodities  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 

HI  and  MI),  to  the  facilities  of  Brown 
Company,  at  or  near  Kalamazoo,  MI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination.  (215) 
MC  128273  (Sub-341F),  issued  April  11, 
1980.  Foodstuffs  (non  frozen)  and 
materials  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of 
foodstuffs,  (except  frozen  commodities, 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  points  in  Reno 
County,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  AZ,  CO,  ID,  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT, 
NE,  NM,  ND,  OH,  OK,  SD,  TN.  TX,  UT, 
WI  and  WY,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Western 
Food  Products  Co.  (216)  MC  128273 
(Sub-342F),  issued  April  11, 1980.  (1) 

Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers,  converters,  and 
printers  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of  Daniels 
Packaging  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Hendersonville,  NC,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and 
(2)  Paper  and  paper  products,  and 
woodpulp,  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Federal  Paper  Board  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Riegelwood  and  Cape  Fear,  NC  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA, 

KS,  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS, 
MO,  NE,  NJ.  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN, 
VA,  VT,  WV,  WY,  and  DC.  Restriced  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
facilities  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (217)  MC  128273  (Sub- 
344F),  issued  April  7, 1980.  (1)  Paper  and 
paper  articles  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  and  (2)  materials, 


equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  the  facilities  of  Olinkraft,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Kankakee,  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  and  IL), 
resricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  above 
named  facilities  of  Olinkraft,  Inc.,  (218) 
MC  128273  (Sub-345F),  issued  February 
25, 1980.  Refrigerant  gas,  in  containers, 
from  the  facilities  of  Kaiser  Aluminum 
and  Chemical  Corporation,  at  Gramercy, 
LA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AL,  AZ,  CA,  HI,  LA,  OR  and 
WA),  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
facilities.  By  the  instant  petition, 
peititioner  to  modify  seeks  the 
certificates  above  to  read:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  those  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission)  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Condition:  Issuance  of  this  modified 
certificate  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation,  at  applicant’s 
'  written  request,  of  all  Certificates  listed 
and  all  subsequent  certificates  issued  in 
docket  involved. 

MC  133453  (Sub-8) (MlF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  permit),  filed 
April  17, 1980.  Petitioner:  TROJAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
125,  Delanco,  NJ  08075.  Representative: 
Anthony  C.  Vance,  Esq.,  1307  Dolley 
Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA  22101. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  contract  carrier 
permit  in  MC  133453  Sub-8,  issued 
September  22, 1970,  to  operate  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  such 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  and,  in  connection 
therewith,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  (a)  between  points  within  a 
territorial  area  encompassing  portions  of 
NJ,  DE  and  PA,  and  (b)  between  points 
in  the  territory  specified  in  (a)  above,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  New 
York,  NY,  Newark,  NJ,  Washington,  DC, 
Baltimore  and  Bel  Air,  MD,  and  points  in 
the  canning  district'in  the  vicinity  of 
Aberdeen,  MD,  and,  (2)  fruits, 
vegetables,  farm  products,  poultry,  and 
seafood,  from  points  in  NJ,  PA,  DE,  NY, 
and  MD,  to  points  in  the  territory 
specified  in  (a)  above,  all  of  the 
authority  granted  in  (a)  and  (b)  being 
restricted  “to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  special  and 


individual  contracts  or  agreements,  with 
persons  (as  defined  in  Section  203(a)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act),  who 
operate  retail  stores,  the  business  of 
which  is  the  sale  of  food,  for  the 
transportation  of  the  commodities 
indicated  and  in  the  manner  specified 
above.”  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  have  only  the  last 
quoted  restriction  modified  to  read  as 
follows:  "Restriction:  The  operations 
described  herein  are  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  special  and  individual  contracts 
or  agreements  with  persons  who  deal  in 
such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses.” 

MC  134477  (Sub-228)(M1F),  and  MC 
134477  (Sub-229) (MlF)  (Notice  of  filing 
of  petition  to  amend  restrictions),  filed 
April  22, 1980.  Petitioner:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  common  carrier 
authority  in  Certificates  Nos.  MC134477 
Sub-288F,  issued  August  6, 1979, 
authorizing  transportation,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
points  in  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  and  TN,  to 
points  in  IL,  IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE,  and 
WI,  and  (2)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in 
IA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  NE,  and  WI,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  McKesson 
Chemical  Company  and  Van  Waters  & 
Rogers,  Division  of  Univar  Corporation, 
at  points  in  the  named  destinations 
States,  and  in  MC  134477  Sub-299F, 
issued  July  10, 1979,  transporting 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  CT.  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI, 
VA,  and  WV,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS, 
MN,  MO,  NE,  and  WI,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  points  in  the  named 
origin  states  and  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  McKesson  Chemical 
Company  and  Van  Waters  &  Rogers, 
Division  of  Univar,  at  points  in  the 
named  destination  States.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  amend  the 
above  restrictions  so  as  to  read: 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  points 
in  the  named  origin  states  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  named  destination 
states. 

MC  138799(M1F)  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  certificate),  filed  April 
14, 1980.  Petitioner:  PENINSULA 
CHARTER  LINES,  INC.,  160  Demeter  St., 
East  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303. 
Representative:  Eldon  M.  Johnson,  The 
Hartford  Bldg.,  650  California  St.,  Suite 
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2808,  San  Francisco,  CA  94108. 

Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  138799  issued  March 
23, 1976.  authorizing  transportation  over 
irregular  routes,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  in  round-trip  sightseeing  or 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  San  Mateo  County,  CA,  and 
Palo  Alto,  CA,  and  extending  to  points 
in  AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR. 

UT,  WA,  and  WY.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the 
phrase  ‘‘in  round-trip  sightseeing  or 
pleasure  tours"  from  the  above 
authority. 

MC  142539  (Sub-5)(M1F)  (Notice  of 
Petition  To  Modify  Permit)  filed  April  29, 
1980.  Petitioner:  B.W.T.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  757  River  Dr.,  Passaic,  NJ  07055. 
Represerftative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  contract 
carrier  permit  in  MC  142539  (Sub-5F) 
issued  February  22, 1980,  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  chemicals,  petroleum,  and  petroleum 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  Paterson  and  Perth 
Amboy,  NJ,  and  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE.  KS, 
OK.  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Witco  Chemical  Corp., 
of  New  York,  NY.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
above  authority  by  adding  the 
commodity  “cleaning  compounds”  to' 
part  (1)  of  the  above  commodity 
description. 

MC  142839(M1F)  (Notice  of  Petition  To 
Modify  Permit),  Bled  May  1, 1980. 
Petitioner  KELLY  MCKNIGHT 
WRECKER  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1052.  Arlington,  TX  76010. 
Representative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  1721  Carl 
Sn.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76103.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certiBcate  in  MC  142639  issued  October 
27, 1977,  authorizing  transportation  over 
irregular  routes,  of  wrecked,  disabled, 
repossessed,  and  replacement  vehicles 
and  trailers  (except  mobile  homes)  by 
wrecker  equipment,  between  points  in 
TX  and  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above 
commodity  description  by  deleting  the 
wording  “by  wrecker  equipment"  from 
the  above  authority. 


Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 
Rights  Authority  Prior  to  CertiBcation 
Notice 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  Bled  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  August  6, 1980.  Such  pleading 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(e)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing 
specifically  the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the 
purpose  for  republication,  and  including 
copies  of  intervenor’s  conflicting 
authorities  and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

MC  144833  (Sub-lF)  (Republication), 
filed  February  7, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  24, 1980, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
SOUTH  RIVER  BUS  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  148  Whitehead  Avenue, 
South  River,  NJ  08882.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Pepper,  1B8  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NY  08904.  A 
decision  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  3,  decided  January  17, 1980,  and 
served  February  4, 1980,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Lakewood,  NJ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  New 
York,  NY,  and  Philadelphia,  PA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  the  Capitol 
Hotel,  of  Lakewood,  NJ;  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
the  granted  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
U.S.  Code,  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  broaden  the  scope  of 
authority  to  operate  under  two-way 
radial  movements. 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions  Volume; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  June  17, 1980. 

The  following  broker,  freight 
forwarder  or  water  carrier  applications 
are  governed  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 


1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  Bled 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  to  file  a  protest  within  30  days 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  shall  comply  with  Rule 
247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of  practice  which 
requires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding  (as 
specifically  noted  below),  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon.  The  protest  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  A  protestant  shall  include  a 
copy  of  the  specific  portion  of  its 
authority  which  it  believes  to  be  in 
conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  this  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission.  A  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant's 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  the 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  the  certification  required  in 
that  section. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  applications  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  Pot 
be  accepted  after  July  7, 1980. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
adminstratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’?  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
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is  either  (a)  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  or,  (b)  will 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  transportation  policy  of  49 
U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  decision-notice  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision  notice. 
Tolhe  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied* 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Chandler,  Liberman,  and  Eaton. 

MC  12798  (Sub-2F),  filed  March  27, 
1980.  Applicant:  XYZ  CORPORATION. 
1760  14th  St.,  Boulder,  CO  80302. 
Representative:  Charles  J.  Williams, 

1815  Front  St.,  Scotch  Plains,  NJ  07076. 

To  engage  in  operations,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  Broker,  at 
Denver,  Boulder,  Fort  Collins,  Greeley, 
Longmont,  and  Loveland,  CO,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  or  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(including  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  130216  (Sub-lF)  filed  April  10. 
1980.  Applicant:  IL  PROGRESSO 
ITALO-AMERICANO  PUBLISHING 
CO.,  INC.,  260  Audobon  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10033.  Representative:  Larsh  B. 
Mewhinney,  555  Madison  Ave.,  New 
York,  NY  10022.  To  engage  in 
operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  New  York, 

NY,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 


(including  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 

New  York,  NY.). 

MC  130628F,  filed  October  15, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
DISTRIBUTION  DEVELOPMENT,  INC., 
1010  Jorie  Blvd.,  Suite  244,  Oak  Brook,  IL 
60521.  The  name  under  which  operations 
will  be  performed  is  DISTRIBUTION 
DEVELOPMENT.  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Philip  A.  Lee  in  this 
proceeding  whose  address  is  120  W. 
Madison  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60602. 

Following  are  the  names  and  business 
address  for  all  persons  who  are  officers 
and  directors,  partners  (including 
limited  Or  “silent”  partners),  and  first 
five  principal  shareholders,  with  their 
appropriate  titles:  Donald  Haun, 
President  Director  and  Shareholder, 
(Same  address  as  applicant),  and  Darla 
Sue  Haun,  Secretary, -Treasurer, 

Director,  and  Shareholder,  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Donald 
Haun,  whose  business  address  is  the 
same  as  applicant.  Applicant  is  . 
affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouses:  Allied  Egry  Business 
Systems,  Dayton,  OH;  W.  H.  Barber  Co., 
Chicago,  IL,  and  Alco  Grauvere, 

Chicago,  IL 

MC  130861F,  filed  April  21, 1980. 
Applicant's  name  and  address  is  PAN 
AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  18420 
South  Santa  Fe  Avenue,  Long  Beach,  CA 
90801.  The  name  under  which  operations 
will  be  performed  is  PAN  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES,  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter  in 
this  proceeding  whose  address  is  1700  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Following  are  the  names  and  business 
addresses  for  all  persons  who  are 
officers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent"  partners), 
and  first  five  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  (Vacant), 
President,  P.O.  Box  238,  Long  Beach,  CA 
90801,  Melvin  A.  Kuit,  Vice  President/ 
General  Manager/and  Director,  Augusta 
D.  Steffens,  Vice  President/Finance, 
William  C.  Fogle,  Vice  President/ 
Operations,  John  H.  Tillotson,  Jr.,  Vice 
President,  Sales/Director,  S.  Dale  Ham, 
Vice  President/Traffic,  W.  LaMoine 
Eggleston,  Treasurer/ Asst.  Secretary, 
Samuel  E.  Sax,  Secretary,  (all  same 
address  as  president),  John  H.  Wilbur. 
Director,  Jacksonville,  FL,  Frank  R. 
Liggett,  Director,  Raleigh,  NC,  and 
Peninsula  Life  Insurance  Company, 
shareholder,  P.O.  Box  2667,  Jacksonville. 
FL  32203.  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  William  C.  Fogle  whose 
business  address  is  18420  South  Santa 
Fe  Avenue,  Long  Beach,  CA  90801. 
Applicant  is  affiliated  with  the  following 
shipper  or  warehouse:  None. 


MC  130880F,  filed  April  28, 1980. 
Applicant:  ROCKY  MOUNTAIN  SKI 
TOURS,  INC.,  6171  Mission  Gorge  R<L 
Suite  104,  San  Diego,  CA  9212a 
Representative:  Roger  Curtis  McKee,  110 
West  “C”  St,  Suite  1803,  San  Diego.  CA 
92101.  To  engage  in  operations,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  San  Diego,  CA,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  and  charter  operations,  between 
San  Diego,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  NV  and  CA. 

(Hearing  site:  San  Diego  or  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

Note. — Applicant  is  cautioned  that 
arrangements  for  charter  parties  or  groups 
should  be  made  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  Tauck  Tours,  Inc., 
Extension-New  York.  N.Y.,  54  MCC  291 
(1952). 

MC  130906F,  filed  May  15, 198a 
Applicant's  name  and  address  are  P.  J. 
TRUCKING,  INC,  P.O.  Box  376,  Summit 
IL  60501.  The  name  under  which 
operations  will  be  performed  is  P.  J. 
TRUCKING,  INC.  Applicant  is 
repesented  by  William  H.  Towle  in  this 
proceeding  whose  addrdss  is  180  No. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601.  Following 
are  the  names  and  business  addresses 
for  all  persons  who  are  officers  and 
directors,  partners  (including  limited  or 
“silent”  partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Richard  Knusta,  President 
Treasurer  and  Director,  Joseph  Candela, 
Secretary  and  Director,  Joseph  W. 
Zawacki,  Shareholder,  and  Phillip 
DeFalco,  Shareholder,  all  addresses  are 
the  same  as  applicant's.  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Richard 
Knusta,  whose  business  address  is  P.O. 
Box  376,  Summit,  IL  60501.  Applicant  is 
affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC  130918F,  filed  May  21, 1980. 
Applicant:  BELLEFONTE  CHARTER 
BUS  SERVICE,  INC.,  228  N.  McAllister 
Street,  Bellefonte,  PA  16823. 
Representative:  Walter  E.  Armstrong 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  engage 
in  operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  Bellefonte, 

PA,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  between  points  in  Centre 
County,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  including 
AK  and  HI.  (Hearing  site:  Bellefonte  or 
State  College,  PA.) 

Note. — Applicant  is  cautioned  that 
arrangements  for  charter  parties  or  groups 
should  be  made  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  Tauck  Tours,  Ina, 
Extension — New  York,  N.  Y„  54  M.C.C.  291 
(1952). 
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MC  130927F,  filed  May  29, 1980. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
SENECA  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2777 
U.S.  Rt.  1,  Trevose,  PA  19047.  The  name 
under  which  operations  will  be 
performed  is  SENECA  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.  Applicant  is  represented  by  Francis 
W.  Doyle,  in  this  proceeding  whose 
address  is  232  Maple  Ave., 

Southampton,  PA  18966.  Following  are 
the  names  and  business  addresses  for 
all  persons  who  are  officers  and 
directors,  partners  (including  limited  or 
•‘silent’’  partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Richard  S.  Bray,  President  & 
Director,  and  shareholder,  and  Mark  J. 
Hughes,  Secretary-Treasurer  &  Director, 
and  shareholder,  both  addresses  are  the 
same  as  applicant’s.  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Mark  J. 
Hughes,  whose  business  address  is  2777 
U.S.  Rt.  1,  Trevose,  PA  19047.  Applicant 
is  affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

FF-81  Sub  5F,  filed  February  26, 1980. 
Applicant:  CALIFORNIA  WESTERN 
FREIGHT  ASSOCIATION,  d.b.a. 
WESTERN  FREIGHT  ASSOCIATION, 
3336  San  Fernando  Rd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90065.  Representative:  S.  S.  Eisen,  370 
Lexington  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10017.  To 
operate,  in  interstate  commerce,  as  a 
freight  forwarder  of  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
corrosive  liquids,  automobiles, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  personal  effects, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  points  in  CT, 
DE,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MA,  MD,  ME,  MI,  NJ,  NY, 
OH,  PA,  RI,  TN,  VA,  VT,  WV,  and  DC, 
to  points  in  AK.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY.) 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  Deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4(c)(ll)).  Protests  against  the 
use  of  any  proposed  deviation  route 
herein  described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  ruies  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
on  or  before  August  6, 1980.  Each 
applicant  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  either  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  or  energy  policy 
and  conservation. 


Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  41432  (Deviation  No.  33),  EAST 
TEXAS  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
2355  Stemmons  Freeway,  P.O.  Box 
10125,  Dallas,  TX  75207,  filed  June  3, 

1980.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Philadelphia,  PA  over  US 
Hwy  30  to  Bedford,  PA  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 

From  Philadelphia,  PA  over  US  Hwy  13 
to  junction  DE  Hwy  273.  then  over  DE 
Hwy  273  to  Newcastle,  DE,  then  return 
over  DE  Hwy  273  to  junction  US  Hwy 
13,  then  over  US  Hwy  13  to  junction  US 
Hwy  40,  then  over  US  Hwy  40  to 
Baltimore,  MD,  then  over  US  Hwy  140  to 
Westminster,  MD,  then  over  MD  Hwy  97 
to  the  MD-PA  State  line,  then  over  PA 
Hwy  16  to  Waynesboro,  PA,  then  over 
PA  Hwy  316  to  the  PA-MD  State  line, 
then  over  MD  Hwy  60  to  Hagerstown, 
MD,  then  over  US  Hwy  40  to 
Cumberland,  MD,  then  over  US  Hwy  220 
to  Bedford,  PA  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

MC  58902  (Deviation  No.  3),  MANLEY 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  300  S.  Jefferson.  P.O. 
Box  1575  S.S.S.,  Springfield.  MO  65805, 
filed  June  2, 1980.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  (1)  From  Junction  MO 
Hwy  32  and  US  Hwy  54  near  El  Dorado, 
MO  over  US  Hwy  54  to  junction  MO 
Hwy  13,  then  over  MO  Hwy  13  to 
junction  MO  Hwy  32  near  Bolivar,  MO, 
(2)  From  Kansas  City,  MO  over 
Interstate  Hwy  435  to  junction  US  Hwy 
71,  then  over  US  Hwy  71  to  Joplin,  MO, 
and  (3)  From  junction  KS  Hwy  10  and 
Interstate  Hwy  35,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
35  to  junction  US  Hwy  169,  then  over  US 
Hwy  169  to  junction  US  Hwy  59  near 
Garnett,  KS  and  return  over  the  same 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  (1)  From 
junction  MO  Hwy  32  and  US  Hwy  54 
over  MO  Hwy  32  to  junction  MO  Hwy 
13,  (2)  From  Kansas  City,  MO  over  US 
Hwy  69  to  junction  KS  Hwy  57,  then 
over  KS  Hwy  57  to  junction  MO  Hwy  57, 
then  over  MO  Hwy  57  to  Joplin,  MO, 
and  (3)  From  junction  KS  Hwy  10  and 
Interstate  Hwy  35  over  KS  Hwy  10  to 
Lawrence,  KS,  then  over  US  Hwy  59  to 
junction  US  Hwy  169  near  Garnett,  KS 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 


MC  133917  (Deviation  I),  filed  May  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  CARTHAGE  FREIGHT 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  315,  Carthage,  TN 
37030.  Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton, 
929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  St., 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20004.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Mitchell,  TN  over  Interstate  Highway  65 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  24, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  24  to 
Murfreesboro,  TN,  and  return  over  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  by  permissive  joinder 
of  the  following  two  routes:  (1)  from 
Carthage,  TN  over  Tennessee  Highway 
25  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  109  at 
Gallatin,  TN,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highway  109  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65  at  or  near  Mitchell,  TN;  (2) 
from  Gordonsville,  TN  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Lebanon,  TN,  thence  over 
US  Highway  231  to  Murfreesboro,  TN, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  .routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49 
CFR  1042.2(c)(9)).  Protests  against  the 
use  of  any  proposed  deviation  route 
herein  described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
on  or  before  August  6, 1980.  Each 
applicant  states  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  either  the  quality  of 
the  human  evironment  or  energy  policy 
and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  754), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  AZ  85077,  filed  May  30, 
1980.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  8  and  CA  Hwy 
98  over  CA  Hwy  to  Calexico,  CA  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  8  and  CA  Hwy  98  ovfer  Interstate 
Hwy  8  to  junction  unnumbered  hwy, 
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then  over  unnumbered  hwy  to  El  Centro. 
CA,  then  over  CA  Hwy  86  to  junction 
CA  Hwy  111.  then  over  CA  Hwy  111  to 
Calexico,  CA  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

MC  28642  (Deviation  No.  6),  DENVER- 
COLORADO  SPRINGS-PUEBLO 
MOTOR  WAY,  INC,,  2450  Curtis  St. 
Denver.  CO  80205,  filed  May  29, 1960. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Alamosa,  CO  over  US  Hwy  285  to 
junction  US  64  Hwy  at  Tres  Piedras, 

NM,  then  over  US  Hwy  64  to  junction 
NM  Hwy  3  near  Taos,  NM  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Alamosa,  CO  over  US 
Hwy  160  to  Ft.  Garland,  CO,  then  over 
CO  Hwy  159  to  the  CO-NM  State  Line, 
then  over  NM  Hwy  3  to  junction  US 
Hwy  64  near  Taos,  NM  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

MC  29957  (Deviation  No.  21)  (Cancels 
Deviation  No.  16),  TRAILWAYS 
SOUTHERN  LINES,  INC.  (formerly 
Continental  Southern  Lines,  Inc.),  315 
Continental  Ave.,  Dallas,  TX  75207,  filed 
May  27, 1980.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage 
and  express  and  newspapers  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  over 
deviation  routes  as  follows:  From 
Memphis,  TN  over  Interstate  Hwy  55  to 
St.  Louis,  MO,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  with  the  following  access  route: 
Between  Interstate  Hwy  55  and  Cape 
Girardeau  over  MO  Hwy  74  and  US 
Hwy  61,  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  and  the  same  property  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Memphis,  TN  over  US  Hwy  64  to 
junction  TN  Hwy  100,  then  over  TN 
Hwy  100  to  junction  TN  Hwy  18,  then 
over  TN  Hwy  18  to  junction  US  Hwy  45, 
then  over  US  Hwy  45  via  Jackson,  TN  to 
Fairview,  TN,  then  over  US  Hwy  45E  to 
Fulton,  ICY,  then  over  US  Hwy  51  to 
Cairo,  IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  159  to 
Belleville,  IL,  then  over  US  Hwy  460  to 
E.  St  Louis,  IL,  then  over  the  Eads 
Bridge  to  St.  Louis,  MO  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

MC  54591  (Deviation  No.  10), 
SOUTHEASTERN  TRAILWAYS,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  1207,  Indianapolis,  IN  46206, 
filed  April  18, 1960.  Carrier  proposes  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  US  Hwy  25  and  Interstate  hwy 
75  near  Dry  Ridge,  KY.  over  Interstate 
Hwy  75  to  junction  US  Hwy  460  near 
Georgetown,  KY,  then  over  US  Hwy  460 
to  junction  US  Hwy  62,  then  over  US 
Hwy  62  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  64, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  64  to  junction 
US  Hwy  60,  then  over  US  Hwy  60  to 
Frankfort,  KY  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  and  the  same  property  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 

From  junction  US  Hwy  25  and  KY  Hwy 
22  near  Dry  Ridge,  KY  over  KY  Hwy  22 
to  Owenton,  KY,  then  over  US  Hwy  127 
to  Frankfort,  KY  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  Application(s) 
Notice 

The  following  application^)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  10931  (formerly  Section 
206(a)(6))  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  govefhed  by 
Special  Rule  245  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  49  CFR 
1100.245),  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
if  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Florida  Docket  No.  800251-CCT,  filed 
March  18, 1980.  Applicant  TRANS-IT- 
ALL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  711,  Palmetto,  FL 
33561.  Representative:  MS.  PATRICIA 
A.  PETRUFF,  P.O.  Drawer  9480, 
Bradenton,  FL  33506.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  Piggyback 
trailers  only,  loaded  or  empty,  having 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail 
between  railroad  ramps  located  in  ' 
Hillsborough  County,  FL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  points  in  Florida  on  the  other. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
July  8, 1980,  County  Commissioners 
Meeting  Room,  Manatee  County 
Courthouse,  Eleventh  &  Manatee 


Avenues,  Bradenton,  FL.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be 
addressed  to  Florida  Public  Service 
Commission,  Fletcher  Bldg.,  101  East 
Gaines  Street,  Tallahassee,  FL  32301, 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-2068,  filed 
May  29. 1980.  Applicant  J.  P.’s 
EXPRESS,  INC,  Campion  Road,  New 
Hartford,  NY  13413.  Representative: 
MURRAY  J.  S.  KIRSHTEIN,  118  Bleecker 
Street,  Utica,  NY  13501.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of:  General 
commodities,  between  the  counties  of 
Onondaga,  Madison,  Oneida.  Herkimer, 
Montgomery,  Schenectady.  Albany, 
Rensselaer,  Dutchess  and  Orange  and 
the  City  of  New  York.  Intrastate, 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time 
and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for 
procedural  information  should  be 
addressed  to  Department  of 
Transportation.  1220  Washington  Ave., 
State  Campus  Bldg.  #4.  Room  G-21, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-0762,  filed  May 
19, 1980.  Applicant  TRI  CITIES 
WAREHOUSE  CO.,  INC.,  Commerce 
Road,  Vestal,  NY  13850.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service,  as 
follows:  Transportation  of.  General 
commodities,  from  the  Town  of  Vestal 
(Broome  County)  to  all  points  in  the 
State.  Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time,  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Department  of 
Transportation,  1220  Washington  Ave., 
State  Campus  Bldg.  #4,  Room  G-21, 
Albany,  NY  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  002627C6A,  filed 
May  1, 1960.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
FREIGHT  LINES  INC.,  5601  West  Waco 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  238,  Waco,  TX  76703. 
Representative:  PHILLIP  ROBINSON, 
Robinson,  Felts,  Meyers,  Starnes,  & 
Latting,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Austin,  TX  78768. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service,  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
General  commodities  over  the  following 
routes:  (1)  Between  Paris,  TX,  and 
Gladewater,  TX,  as  follows:  From  Paris, 
TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  271  to  Gladewater, 
TX,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  the  termini  and  all  intermediate 
points;  (2)  Between  Mineola,  TX,  and 
Gladewater,  TX,  as  follows:  From 
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Mineola,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  80  to 
Gladewater,  TX,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points,  and  the  off  route 
facility  of  Gulf  Oil-US  near  Big  Sandy, 
TX;  (3)  Between  Marshall  TX,  and 
Quitman,  TX,  as  follows:  From  Marshall, 
TX,  over  Texas  Hwy  154  to  Quitman, 

TX,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  the  termini  and  all  intermediate 
points;  (4)  Between  Jefferson,  TX,  and 
Mount  Pleasant,  TX,  as  follows:  From 
Jefferson,  TX,  over  Texas  Hwy  49  to 
Mount  Pleasant,  TX,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (5)  Between 
Marshall,  TX,  and  Atlanta,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Marshall,  TX,  over  Texas 
Hwy  43  to  Atlanta,  TX,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  the  termini  and 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Uncertain,  TX;  (6)  Between 
Jefferson,  TX,  and  Atlanta,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Jefferson,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  59  to  Atlanta,  TX,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  the  termini  and 
all  intermediate  points;  (7)  Between 
Sulphur  Springs,  TX,  and  Atlanta,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Sulphur  Springs,  TX,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  67  and  1-30  to  Mount  Pleasant 
TX,  thence  over  U.S.  Hwy  67  to  Naples, 
TX,  thence  over  Texas  Hwy  77  to 
Atlanta,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  sgrving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (8)  Between 
Longview,  TX,  and  Naples,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Longview,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  259  to  the  junction  of  Texas  Hwy 
338,  thence  over  Texas  Hwy  338  to 
Naples,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (9)  Between  Sulphur 
Springs,  TX,  and  Linden,  TX,  as  follows: 
From  Sulphur  Springs,  TX,  over  Texas 
Hwy  11  to  Linden,  TX,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  the  termini  and 
all  intermediate  points;  (10}  Between 
Nacogdoches,  TX  and  Joaquin,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Nacogdoches,  TX,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  59  to  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Hwy  84,  thence  over  U.S.  Hwy  84  to 
Joaquin,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (11)  Between  New 
Boston,  TX,  and  Paris,  TX,  as  follows: 
From  New  Boston,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  82 
to  Paris,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (12)  Between  New 
Boston,  TX,  and  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Hwy  67  and  1-30  near  Mount  Pleasant, 
TX,  as  follows:  From  New  Boston,  TX, 
over  1-30  to  the  intersection  of  1-30  with 
U.S.  Hwy  67  near  Mount  Pleasant,  TX, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points; 
(13)  Between  Henderson,  TX,  and 
Marshall,  TX,  as  follows:  From 


Henderson,  TX,  over  Texas  Hwy  43  to 
Marshall,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
intermediate  points;  (14)  Between  the 
intersection  of  the  U.S.  Hwy  259  and 
Texas  Hwy  338  near  Naples,  TX.  as 
follows:  From  the  intersection  of  U.S. 
Hwy  250  and  U.S.  Hwy  82  near  DeKolb, 
TX,  as  follows:  From  the  intersection  of 
U.S.  Hwy  259  with  Texas  Hwy  338  near 
Naples,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  259  to  the 
intersection  of  U.S.  Hwy  259  with  U.S. 
Hwy  82  Near  DeKalb,  TX,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  serving  the  termini 
and  all  intermediate  points;  (15) 

Between  Linden,  TX,  and  Palestine,  TX, 
as  follows:  From  Linden,  TX,  over  Texas 
Hwy  155  to  Palestine,  TX,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  termini  and 
all  intermediate  points.  (16)  Between 
Winnsboro,  TX,  and  Clarksville,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Winnsboro,  TX,  over 
Texas  Hwy  37  to  Clarksville,  TX,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
termini  and  all  intermediate  points;  (17) 
Between  Italy,  TX,  and  Terrell,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Italy,  TX,  over  Texas  Hwy 
34  to  Terrell,  TX,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  only  the  termini  and 
the  intermediate  point  of  Ennis,  TX,  and 
serving  Kaufman,  TX,  as  a  point  of 
joinder,  only;  (18)  Between  Kilgore,  TX, 
and  the  intersection  of  Texas  Hwy  135 
and  U.S.  Hwy  271  near  Gladewater,  TX, 
as  follows:  From  Kilgore,  TX,  over  Texas 
Hwy  135  to  the  intersection  of  Texas  135 
and  U.S.  Hwy  271  near  Gladewater,  TX, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points. 
To  transport  general  commodities  over 
the  following  alternate  routes  serving 
the  described  termini  and  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  (1)  Between 
Greenville,  TX,  and  Point,  TX,  as 
follows:  From  Greenville,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  Point,  TX,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Between  Greenville,  TX, 
and  Quinlan,  TX,  as  follows:  From 
Greenville,  TX,  over  Texas  Hwy  34  to 
Quinlan,  TX,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  Between  Lone  Star,  TX,  and 
Hughes  Springs,  TX,  as  follows:  From 
Lone  Star,  TX,  over  Texas  FM  Hwy  250 
to  Hughes  Springs,  TX,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  the  termini  and 
no  intermediate  points;  (4)  Between 
Linden,  TX,  and  Bivins,  TX,  as  follows: 
From  Linden,  TX,  over  Texas  FM  Hwy 
1841  to  Bivins,  TX,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  the  termini  and  no 
intermediate  points. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  and 
coordinate  the  proposed  additional  services 
with  all  services  authorized  in  intrastate 
commerce  under  Certificates  2627,  2054, 4336 
and  4337  and  with  all  services  now 
authorized  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  under  authorities  granted  in 
Docket  No.  MC-30867  and  all  subs 


thereunder.  Applicant  seeks  no  duplicate 
authority. 

Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time  and  place  not  yet  fixed. 
Requests  for  procedural  information 
should  be  addressed  to  Transportation 
Division,  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas, 
P.O.  Drawer  12967,  Capitol  Station, 
Austin,  TX,  78711,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions, 
Decision-Notice;  Substitution 
Applications:  Single-Line  Service  for 
Existing  Joint-Line  Service 

Decided:  June  18, 1980. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  April  1, 1979,  are  governed  by  the 
special  procedures  set  forth  in  §  1062.2 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (49  CFR  1062.2). 

The  rules  provide,  in  part,  that 
carriers  may  file  petitions  with  this 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  seeking 
intervention  in  these  proceedings.  Such 
petitions  may  seek  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  as  discussed 
below.  However,  all  such  petitions  must 
be  filed  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements,  and  contain  all  of  the 
information  offered  by  the  submitting 
party  in  opposition.  Petitions  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  of  publication  of  this  decision- 
notice. 

Petitions  for  intervention  without 
leave  (i.e.  automatic  intervention),  may 
be  filed  only  by  carriers  which  are,  or 
have  been,  participating  in  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  by 
applicant’s  single-line  proposal,  and 
then  only  if  such  participation  has 
occurred  within  the  one-year  period 
immediately  preceding  the  application’s 
filing.  Only  carriers  which  fall  within 
this  filing  category  can  base  their 
opposition  upon  the  issue  of  the  public 
need  for  the  proposed  service. 

Petitions  for  intervention  with  leave 
may  be  filed  by  any  carrier.  The  nature 
of  the  opposition;  however,  must  be 
limited  to  issues  other  than  the  public 
need  for  the  proposed  service.  The 
appropriate  basis  for  opposition,  i.e. 
applicant’s  fitness,  may  include 
challenges  concerning  the  veracity  of 
the  applicant’s  supporting  information, 
and  the  bona-fides  of  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  (including 
the  issue  of  its  substantiality).  Petitions 
containing  only  unsupported  and 
undocumented  allegations  will  be 
rejected. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
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one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  July  7, 1980. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority.. 

Findings: 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  required  by  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission's  regulations. 
Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  duel  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930  (a) 
(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  August  6, 1980  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  other  authority, 


such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  4,  Members  Fitzpatrick,  Fisher, 
and  Dowell. 

MC  2228  (Sub-72F),  filed  March  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  MERCHANTS  FAST 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  591, 
Abilene,  TX  79604.  Representative:  Jerry 
Prestridge,  P.O.  Box  1148,  Austin,  TX 
78767.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  carrier,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (1) 
between  Amarillo,  TX,  and  Denver,  CO, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  287,  serving  no 
intermediate  points  and  serving  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  287  and  U.S.  Hwy 
50  for  purposes  of  joinder  only,  and  (2) 
between  U.S.  Hwy  287  and  U.S.  Hwy  50 
over  U.S.  Hwy  50  to  Pueblo,  CO,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  25  to  Denver,  CO, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Pueblo  and 
Colorado  Springs.  CO.  Condition:  To  the 
extent  any  certificate  issued  in  this 
proceeding  authorizes  the  transportation 
of  classes  A  and  B  explosives  it  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  otherwise  authorized 
operations. 

MC  3252  (Sub-lllF),  filed  October  1, 

1979.  Applicant:  MERRILL  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  1037  Forest  Ave.,  Portland,  ME 
04104.  Representative:  Francis  E.  Barrett, 
Jr.,  Esq.,  10  Industrial  Park  Road, 
Hingham,  MA  02043.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Passaic,  Bergen,  Hudson, 

Essex,  Union.  Middlesex,  Ocean, 
Monmouth,  Gloucester,  and  Camden 
Counties,  NJ  to  points  in  ME.  (Hearing 
site:  Portland.  ME  or  Boston,  MA.) 

Note. — The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

MC  110988  (Sub-418F),  filed  March  3, 

1980.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  4321  W.  College  Ave., 


Appleton,  WI  54911.  Representative: 
Matthew  J.  Reid.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over, 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  acids 
and  chemicals,  from  points  in  IL,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  IL.  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY. 
LA,  MI,  MN,  MS.  MO.  NE.  ND,  NJ,  NY, 
OH,  OK.  PA,  SD,  TN,  TX.  WV,  WI,  and 
WY;  and  (2)  agricultural  pesticides, 
from  points  in  IL,  to  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.)  -  . 

Note. — The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single  line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

Permanent  Authority  Notices, 
Substitution  Applications:  Single-Line 
Service  for  Existing  Joint-Line  Service 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  April  1, 1979,  are  governed  by  the 
special  procedures  set  forth  in  §  1062.2 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (49  CFR  1062.2).  These 
proposals  are  published  as  “service 
sought”,  (as  opposed  to  decision- 
notices),  because  in  each  case  it  appears 
questionable  as  to  whether  all  or  part  of 
the  authority  sought  should  be  issued, 
weighing  applicant’s  evidence  under  49 
CFR  1062.2.  (For  example,  questions 
may  be  raised  relating  to  applicant's 
contentions  concerning  why  the 
involved  joint-line  service  has  been 
cancelled  or  is  in  a  state  of  deterioration 
which  warrant  a  decision  on  the  merits, 
regardless  of  whether  the  application  is 
opposed.) 

The  rules  provide,  in  part,  that 
carriers  may  file  petitions  with  this 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  seeking 
intervention  in  these  proceedings.  Such 
petitions  may  seek  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  as  discussed 
below.  However,  all  such  petitions  must 
be  filed  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements,  and  contain  all  of  the 
information  offered  by  the  submitting 
party  in  opposition.  Petitions  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
August  6, 1980. 

Petitions  for  intervention  without 
leave  (i.e.,  automatic  intervention),  may 
be  filed  only  by  carriers  which  are,  or 
have  been,  participating  in  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  by 
applicant’s  single-line  proposal  and  then 
only  if  such  participation  has  occurred 
within  the  one-year  period  immediately 
proceeding  the  application's  filing.  Only 
carrier^  which  fall  within  this  filing 
category  can  base  their  opposition  upon 
the  issue  of  the  public  need  for  the 
proposed  service. 

Petitions  for  intervention  with  leave 
may  be  filed  by  any  carrier.  The  nature 
of  the  opposition,  however,  must  be 
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limited  to  issues  other  than  the  public 
need  for  the  proposed  service.  The 
appropriate  basis  for  opposition,  i.e„ 
applicant’s  fitness, .may  include 
challenges  concerning  the  veracity  of 
the  applicant’s  supporting  information, 
and  the  bona-fides  of  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  (including 
the  issue  of  its  substantiality).  Pettions 
containing  only  unsupported  and 
undocumented  allegations  will  be 
rejected. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  July  7, 1980. 

MC 128709  (Sub-7F),  filed  November  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  PARIS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1787,  Fort 
Smith,  AR  72901.  Representative:  David 
B.  Schneider,  P.O.  Box  1540  Edmond,  OK 
73034.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Mansfield 
and  Ft.  Smith,  AR,  over  U.S.  Hwy  71. 
(Hearing  site:  Little  Rock  or  Ft.  Smith, 
AR.) 

Note. — The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  its  existing  authority. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20214  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Transportation  of  Government  Traffic; 
Special  Certificate  Letter  Notice(s) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  radioactive  materials, 
etiologic  agents,  shipments  of  secret 
materials,  and  weapons  and  ammunition 
which  are  designated  sensitive  by  the 
United  States  Government),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  handled  for  the 
United  States  Government  or  on  behalf 


of  the  United  States  Government  where 
the  government  contractor  (consignee  or 
consignor),  is  directly  reimbursed  by  the 
government  for  the  transportation  costs, 
under  the  Commission’s  regulations  (49 
CFR  1062.4),  pursuant  to  a  general 
finding  made  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-107, 
Government  Traffic,  131  M.C.C.  845 
(1979). 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  verified 
statement  in  opposition  (limited  to 
argument  and  evidence  concerning 
applicant’s  fitness)  may  be  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  on  or 
before  July  28, 1980.  A  copy  must  also  be 
served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative. 

If  applicant  is  not  otherwise  informed 
by  the  Commission  on  or  before  August 
6, 1980,  operations  may  commence 
subject  to  its  tariff  publication’s 
effective  date,  or  the  filing  of  an 
effective  tender  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 
10721. 

GT-990-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  EAST-WEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  iflC.,  P.O.  Box  607,  Selmer, 

TN  38375.  Representative:  Stephen  L. 
Edwards,  806  Nashville  Bank  &  Trust 
Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37201.  Government 
Agency  involved:  Departments  of 
Defense,  Agriculture,  Transportation 
and  Energy;  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  General  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Postal  Service,  and 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

GT-991-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  MARKIEL  LEASING  CORP., 
14  Tara  Drive,  P.O.  Box  237,  Matawan, 

NJ  07747.  Representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper,  Forrest  Park  Bldg.,  168 
Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Government  Agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-992-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  MONROE  CONTRACTORS 
EQUIPMENT,  INC.,  1640  Penfield  Rd., 
Rochester,  NY  14625.  Representative:  S. 
Michael  Richards,  2112  Empire  Blvd.,  • 
P.O.  Box  225,  Webster,  NY  14580. 
Government  Agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-993-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  EUGENE  L.  FRAZIER,  d.b.a. 
Sunset  Transport  Systems,  2200  N. 
Parmalee  Ave.,  Compton,  CA  90222. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90211.  Government  agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  (1979-80  edition). 


GT-994-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  ALERT  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1045,  Delran,  NJ  08075. 
Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper, 

Forrest  Park  Bldg.,  168  Woodbridge 
Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ  08904. 
Government  agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-995-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  DUDLEY  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  724  Memorial  Drive,  S.E.,  Atlanta, 
GA  30316.  Representative:  Archie  B. 
Culbreth,  P.C.,  Suite  202,  2200  Century 
Parkway,  Atlanta,  GA  30345. 

Government  agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-996-80  (special- certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  RAEFORD  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  219,  Sanford,  NC 
27330.  Representative:  Edward  G. 
Villalon,  Suite  1032,  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
13th  St.  &  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Government 
agency  involved:  Agencies  listed  in  U.S. 
Government  Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-997-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  PORT  AREA  SERVICES, 

INC.,  1601 1st  St.,  Galena  Park,  TX 
77547.  Representative:  John  W*  Carlisle, 
P.O.  Box  967,  Missouri  City,  TX  77459. 
Government  agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-998-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  BHY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  9440 
Telephone  Rd.,  Houston,  TX  77075. 
Representative:  John  W.  Carlisle,  P.O. 
Box  967,  Missouri  City,  TX  77459. 
Government  agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-999-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  VALDEZ  TRANSFER,  422 
South  33rd  Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona 
85009.  Representative:  Tereso  Valdez 
(address  same  as  applicant). 

Government  agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
BO  edition). 

GT-1000-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  MILLSTEAD  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  401  S.W.  Sunset  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Drawer  878,  Bartlesville,  Oklahoma 
74003.  Representative:  Thomas  F. 
Sedberry,  Lanham,  Hatchell,  Sedberry  & 
Hoffman,  Suite  801  Vaughn  Building,  807 
Brazos  Street,  Austin,  Texas  78701. 
Government  agency  involved: 
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Department  of  Defense,  General 
Services  Administration,  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 

GT-1001-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  SUMMIT  CITY 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  3200  Maumee 
Avenue,  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana  46803. 
Representative:  Irving  Klein,  371 
Seventh  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York 
10001.  Government  agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  .(1979-80  edition). 

GT-1002-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  ACME  SAFEWAY  VAN  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  4711  Gasmer,  Houston, 
Texas  77035.  Representative:  John  W. 
Carlisle,  P.O.  Box  967,  Missouri  City,  TX 
77459.  Government  agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1003-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  RELIANCE  TRUCK  CO..  2500 
N.  24th  Ave.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85005. 
Representative:  Cecil  A.  Pelts  (address 
same  as  applicant).  Government  agency 
involved:  General  Services 
Administration,  Department  of  Defense. 

GT-1004-80  (special  certificate — 
government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  TREADWAY  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  9333  N.  Meridian  Street, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46260.  Representative: 
Charles  E.  Mayer  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Government  agency 
involved:  Department  of  Transportation, 
General  Services  Administration, 
National  Aeronautics  &  Space 
Administration. 

GT-1005-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  TRIANGEL 
TRANSPORTATION  & 
WAREHOUSING,  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  5051 
Still  Creek  Avenue,  Burnaby,  BC 
Canada  V5C  4H6.  Representative:  Henry 
C.  Winters.  525  Evergreen  Building, 
Renton,  WA  98055.  Government  Agency 
involved:  Agencies  listed  in  U.S. 
Government  Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1006-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  ALLIED  INTERNATIONAL 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  (a  Massachusetts 
corporation),  210  Beacham  Street, 
Everett,  Massachusetts  02149. 
Representative:  Raymond  P.  Keigher, 
Esq.,  Lawson  &  Keigher,  843  Investment 
Building,  1511  K  Street  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20005.  Government 
Agency  involved:  Department  of 
Defense. 

GT-1007-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  RAY  BELLEW  AND  SONS. 


INC.,  7810  Almeda  Genoa  Road, 

Houston,  TX  77075.  Representative:  John 
Carlisle.  P.O.  Box  967,  Missouri  City,  TX 
77459.  Government  Agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1008-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  MALCOM  CARLISLE  AND 
CAROLYN  SAGER,  d.b.a.  CARLISLE 
AND  SAGER  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
6422  Brookside.  Houston,  TX  77023. 
Representative:  John  Carlisle,  P.O.  Box 
967,  Missouri  City,  TX  77459. 
Government  Agency  involved:  Agencies 
listed  in  U.S.  Government  Manual  (1979- 
80  edition). 

GT-1009-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  GLENN  McCLENDON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Drawer  “H’\  Lafayette,  AL  36862. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth  and 
John  P.  Tucker,  Jr.,  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
P.C.  Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 
Atlanta,  GA  30345.  Government  Agency 
involved:  Agencies  listed  in  U.S. 
Government  Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1010-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  M.  T.  SERVICES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  18402,  Baltimore,  MD  21237. 
Representative:  Raymond  P.  Keigher, 
Esq.,  Lawson  &  Keigher,  843  Investment 
Building,  1511  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Government 
Agency  involved:  Department  of 
Defense. 

GT-1011-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  30, 1980. 
Applicant:  JACKSON  TRANSFER,  INC., 
3951  Pleasant  Drive — Suite  110,  Atlanta, 
GA  30340.  Representative:  Jack  Pearce, 
Esquire,  1000  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Government 
Agency  involved:  Agencies  listed  in  U.S. 
Government  Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1012-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  28, 1980. 
Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple  Plain,  MN 
55359.  Representative:  Allan  L. 
Timmerman  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Government  Agency 
involved:  Agencies  listed  in  U.S. 
Government  Manual  (1979-80  edition). 

GT-1013-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  28, 1980. 
Applicant:  WADDELL  TRANSFER, 

INC.,  Post  Office  Box  168,  Atkins,  VA 
24311.  Representative:  William  P. 
jackson,  Jr„  3426  N.  Washington  Blvd., 
Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington  VA 
22210.  Government  Agency  involved: 
Agencies  listed  in  U.S.  Government 
Manual  (1979-80  edition)  and  resissuers 
thereof. 


GT-1014-80  (special  certificate — 
Government  traffic),  filed  June  27, 1980. 
Applicant:  FOGARTY  VAN  LINES, 

INC.,  1103  Cumberland  Avenue,  Tampa. 
FL  33602— P.O.  Box  3402,  Tampa,  FL 
33601.  Representative:  David  Earl 
Tinker,  Esquire,  1000  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Suite  1200,  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Government  Agency  involved: 
Department  of  Defense,  and  General 
Services  Administration. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich,  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20095  Filed  7-1-80;  9:40  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION  _ 

[TA-201-44] 

Certain  Motor  Vehicles  and  Certain 
Chassis  and  Bodies  Therefor; 
Investigation  and  Hearings 

agency:  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  On  the  basis  of  a  petition 
properly  filed  on  June  12, 1980,  and  on 
the  Commission’s  own  motion,  the 
Commission  on  June  30. 1980,  instituted 
investigation  No.  TA-201-44  under 
section  201(b)(1)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (19  U.S.C.  2251(b)(1)  to  determine 
whether  automobile  trucks,  except 
automobile  truck  tractors  and  truck 
trailers  imported  together:  on-the- 
highway,  passenger  automobiles;  and 
bodies  (including  cabs)  and  chassis  for 
automobile  trucks  except  truck  tractors; 
provided  for  in  items  692.02  and  692.03; 
692.10  and  692.11;  and  692.20  and  692.21; 
of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States,  are  being  imported  into  the 
United  States  in  such  increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of 
serious  injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to 
the  domestic  industry  producing  an 
article  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
the  imported  article. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  12, 1980. 

SPECIAL  PROCEDURE  AND  PUBLIC 
HEARINGS:  In  view  of  the  complexity  of 
the  subject  matter  and  the  large  volume 
of  trade,  the  Commission  has  divided 
the  6-month  investigative  period  into 
two  segments  of  4Vfc  months  and  IV2 
months,  respectively. 

During  the  first  segment  of  the 
investigation,  the  Commission  will 
consider  the  question  of  serious  injury  to 
the  domestic  industry  under  section 
201(b)(1).  At  the  close  of  this  4  Vi  month 
period,  the  Commission  will  make  its 
determination  under  section  201(b)(1).  A 
public  hearing  concerning  the  question 
of  injury  will  be  held  beginning  at  10:00 
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a.m.,  EDT,  Wednesday,  October  8, 1980, 
in  the  Hearing  Room  of  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission 
Building,  701  E  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20436.  A  prehearing  conference  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  time 
limitations  for  participants  in  this 
hearing  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m.,  EDT, 
on  Tuesday,  September  16, 1980,  in 
Room  117  (the  "Sunshine  Room”)  of  the 
International  Trade  Commission 
Building  in  Washington.  All  persons 
wishing  to  appear  at  the  hearing  should 
so  notify  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission,  in  writing,  no  later  than  the 
close  of  business  Monday,  September 

15. 1980. 

To  facilitate  the  hearing  process,  it  is 
requested  that  persons  wishing  to 
appear  at  the  hearing  submit  prehearing 
briefs  enumerating  and  discussing  the 
issues  which  they  wish  to  raise  at  the 
hearing.  Nineteen  copies  of  such 
prehearing  briefs  should  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commission  no  later 
than  the  close  of  business  Wednesday, 
October  1, 1980.  Copies  of  any 
prehearing  briefs  submitted  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary.  While 
submission  of  prehearing  briefs  does  not 
prohibit  submission  of  prepared 
statements  in  accordance  with 
§  201.12(d)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (19  CFR 
201.12(d)),  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
submit  such  a  statement  if  a  prehearing 
brief  is  submitted  instead.  Therefore,  for 
the  purpose  of  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  has  waived  the 
requirements  of  rule  §  201.12(d).  Any 
prepared  statements  submitted  will  be 
made  a  part  of  the  transcript.  Oral 
presentations  should,  to  the  extent 
possible,  be  limited  to  issues  raised  in 
the  prehearing  briefs.  Posthearing  briefs 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  no 
later  than  the  close  of  business  October 

17. 1980. 

The  second  segment  of  the 
investigation,  if  necessary,  will  be 
concerned  with  the  question  of  import 
relief  to  be  recommended  to  the 
President  under  §  201(d)(1).  (There  will 
be  no  second  segment  if  the 
Commissioners’  determination  under 
§  201(b)(1)  is  in  the  negative,  since  there 
will  be  no  basis  for  recommending 
relief.)  If  there  is  a  second  segment,  the 
Commission  will  hold  a  public  hearing 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  relief 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.,  EST,  Monday, 
November  24, 1980,  in  the  Hearing  Room 
of  the  International  Trade  Commission 
Building.  All  persons  wishing  to  appear 
at  this  hearing  should  so  notify  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  in  writing, 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business 


Thursday,  November  13, 1980.  a 
prehearing  conference  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  time  limitations  for 
participants  in  this  hearing  will  be  held 
at  10:00  a.m.,  EST,  Friday,  November  14, 
1980,  in  Room  117  (the  "Sunshine 
Room”)  of  the  International  Trade 
Commission  Building. 

To  facilitate  this  second  hearing,  it  is 
requested  that  persons  wishing  to 
appear  at  the  hearing  submit  prehearing 
briefs  in  accord  with  the  procedures 
outlined  above  not  later  than  the  close 
of  business  Thursday,  November  20, 

1980.  Posthearing  briefs  are  not 
requested. 

Persons  not  represented  by  counsel  or 
public  officials  who  have  relevant 
matter  to  present  may  give  testimony 
without  regard  to  the  suggested 
prehearing  procedures  outlined  above.  * 
In  brief,  the  calendar  of  pertinent 
dates  is  as  follows — 

Injury  phase 

Staff  report  available,  Sept.  10. 

Notice  of  hearing  appearance  due.  Sept.  15. 
Prehearing  conference,  Sept.  16. 

Prehearing  briefs,  Oct.  1. 

Hearing,  Oct.  8. 

Post  hearing  briefs,  Oct.  17. 

Remedy  phase  (if  necessary) 

Notice  of  hearing  appearance  due,  Nov.  13. 
Prehearing  conference,  Nov.  14. 

Prehearing  briefs,  Nov.  20. 

Hearing,  Nov.  24. 

COMMISSION  DATA  AVAILABLE:  The 

Commission  will  make  available  to 
requesting  interested  parties  by 
September  10, 1980,  a  non-confidential 
version  of  its  staff-prepared  prehearing 
report.  It  is  hoped  that  data  in  this  report 
will  serve  as  a  common  statistical  base 
for  presentations  at  the  hearings. 

OTHER  WRITTEN  SUBMISSIONS:  Other 
written  submissions,  except  for 
posthearing  briefs,  should  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commission  prior  to 
the  public  hearing  concerning  the 
subject  matter  of  the  submission. 
Commercial  or  financial  data  which  is 
confidential  should  be  clearly  marked 
“Confidential  Business  Information"  and 
should  be  submitted  in  accord  with  the 
requirements  of  §  201.6  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (19  CFR  201.6).  Submissions 
should  also  conform  to  the  general 
requirements  of  §  201.8  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  (19  CFR  201.8). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Larry  Reavis,  Investigator 
(telephone:  202-523-0296)  or  Mr. 

William  Gearhart,  Advisory  Attorney 
(202-523-0487). 

INSPECTION  OF  petition:  The  petition 
filed  in  this  case  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 


U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
and  at  the  New  York  City  Office  of  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission 
located  at  6  World  Trade  Center. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
petition  in  the  matter  was  filed  by  the 
International  Union,  United  Automobile, 
Aerospace  &  Agricultural  Implement 
Workers  of  America  (UAW). 

Section  201(d)(2)  requires  that  the 
Commission  transmit  its  report  to  the 
President  not  later  than  6  months  after 
the  petition  is  filed,  in  this  case  by 
December  12, 1980. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  1, 1980. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20150  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7020-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

[Docket  No.  M-80-56-M] 

Cargill  Inc.;  Petition  for  Modification  of 
Application  of  Mandatory  Safety 
Standard 

Cargill  Incorporated,  Box  339, 
Patterson,  Louisiana  70392  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  57.21-59  (gassy  mines-ventilation) 
to  its  Belle  Isle  Mine  located  in  St.  Mary 
Parish,  Louisiana,  in  accordance  with 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  mine  is  located  on  an  island 
that  is  accessible  only  by  means  of  a 
crewboat.  The  trip  requires  30  minutes 
of  travel  through  coastal  waters.  Under 
certain  weather  conditions,  the  boat  trip 
can  be  hazardous. 

2.  Application  of  30  CFR  57.21-59 
requires  certain  qualified  persons  to 
perform  pre-shift  functions.  Special  trips 
made  solely  for  the  purpose  of  making 
pre-shift  examinations  increase  the 
exposure  of  personnel  to  boat  travel 
hazards. 

3.  As  an  alternative  to  application  of 
30  CFR  57.21-59,  the  petitioner  proposes 
to  install  underground  to  surface 
continuous  methane  monitoring 
equipment  and  to  institute  a  number  of 
precautions  and  practices  such  as: 

a.  Daily  inspections  of  the  continuous 
recording  methane  monitoring  system. 
The  system  will  automatically  de¬ 
energize  the  main  electrical  circuit 
underground  if  any  sensor  detects  more 
than  0.50  percent  methane. 

b.  Qualified  persons  will  check 
exhaust  air  at  the  shaft  collar  and 
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surface-located  recorders  for  methane 
underground.  Records  will  be  kept  of 
these  inspections.  Each  production 
heading  also  will  be  checked  for 
methane  before  starting  and  during  the 
normal  production  sequence. 

c.  Should  the  methane  detection 
system  fail,  preshift  examinations  will 
be  made  until  system  repairs  have  been 
completed.  The  system  will  be 
recalibrated  at  30-day  intervals  and  the 
records  will  be  retained  for  inspection 
by  any  interested  person. 

.  4.  The  petitioner  states  that  the 
alternative  method  will  at  all  times 
guarantee  miners  no  less  than  the  same 
^measure  of  protection  afforded  by  the 
'standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
August  6, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  26, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20054  Filed  7-3-80;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 


(Docket  No.  M-80-59-M] 

Cargill  Inc.;  Petition  for  Modification  of 
Application  of  Mandatory  Safety 
Standard 

Cargill  Incorporated,  P.O.  Box  339, 
Patterson,  Louisiana  70392  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  57.21-20  (gassy  mine — ventilation) 
to  its  Belle  Isle  Mine  located  in  St.  Mary 
Parish,  Louisiana,  in  accordance  with 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  petitioner’s  main  ventilation 
fan  is  non-permissible  equipment.  The 
fan  is  located  underground 
approximately  300  feet  from  the  intake 
air  shaft  landing. 

2.  The  petitioner's  mine  was  classified 
gassy  in  June  1979,  and  it  is  now  subject 
to  all  of  the  mandatory  standards  of  30 
CFR  57.21. 

3.  To  comply  with  30  CFR  57.21-20,  the 
petitioner  is  installing  multiple  main 
fans  on  the  surface  and  a  fan  drift 
intersecting  its  ventilation/ service  shaft 
al  a  depth  of  approximately  16  feet 
beneath  the  shaft  collar.  The  new 
surface  fans  will  be  of  equal  capacity  to 


the  presently  installed  underground  fan. 
However,  intake  air  quantities  required 
to  ventilate  the  mine  will  cause  air 
velocities  at  the  intersection  of  the  fan 
drift  and  the  ventilation/service  shaft  to 
approach  2900  feet  per  minute,  or  33 
miles  per  hour.  Weak-wall  stoppings  or 
shaft  doors  will  exist  in  a  horizontal 
plane  at  the  shaft  collar  elevation. 

4.  The  ventilation  shaft  for  these  new 
surface  fans  also  must  serve  as  the  main 
service  shaft  because  cross-sectional 
space  dimensions  are  too  limited  in  the 
production  shaft  (there  are  only  two 
shafts)  by  shaft  sets,  head  frame 
enclosure  and  materials  handling 
equipment. 

5.  The  petitioner  contends  that 
movement  of  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  through  the  shaft  will  interfere 
with  the  ventilation  system.  Conversely, 
turbulance  resulting  from  the  high  intake 
air  velocity  will  cause  instability  and 
excessive  motion  of  loads  suspended 
beneath  the  conveyance,  and  any 
damage  to  the  conveyance  system 
would  adversely  affect  use  of  the  shaft 
as  an  escape  route  in  the  event  of  an 
emergency. 

6.  The  petitioner  proposes  to  modify 
the  application  of  30  CFR  57.21-20  to 
permit  substitution  of  the  present 
nonpermissible  underground  main  mine 
fan  system  for  the  new  surface  main 
fans  while  heavy  equipment  and 
supplies  are  moved  through  the 
ventilation  doors  and  are  lowered  into 
the  mine  during  controlled  periods  not  to 
exceed  four  (4)  hours  per  day.  During 
this  time,  petitioner  would: 

a.  Conduct  spot  methane  checks. 

b.  Install  a  continuous  methane 
detection  sensor  to  provide  both  surface 
monitoring  and  recording  with  visual 
and  audible  warnings. 

c.  Install  an  automatic  signalling 
device  to  warn  of  fan  system 
malfunction. 

d.  Provide  for  fan  de-energization  of 
the  underground  main  mine  fan  if  an 

,  alarm  is  activated. 

7.  The  petitioner  asserts  that  the 
described  alternate  method  will  achieve 
the  same  result  as  30  CFR  57.21-20 
during  such  limited  periods  when  the 
ventilation  shaft  is  used  for  service 
purposes,  and  it  will  at  all  times 
guarantee  the  miners  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  afforded  by 
the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
August  6, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 
Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 


Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  24, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20055  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  M-80-54-M] 

Flintkote  Cement  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

The  Flintkote  Company,  Calaveras 
Cement  Division,  8750  Wonderland 
Boulevard,  Redding,  California  96001, 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  56.13-20 
(compressed  air)  to  its  Redding  Cement 
Plant  and  Gray  Rock  Quarry  located  in 
Shasta  County,  California,  and  its 
Cataract  Quarries  and  San  Andreas 
Cement  Plant,  located  in  Calaveras 
County,  California.  The  petition  is  filed 
under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977,  Pub.  L. 
95-164. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  Petition  requests  permission  to 
use  compressed  air  below  10  p.s.i.  to 
blow  dirt  from  soiled  clothing  while  it  is 
being  worn. 

2.  Electric  blowers  and  vacuums  do 
not  clean  clothing  as  effectively  as 
compressed  air. 

3.  Workers  might  take  it  upon 
themselves  to  clean  clothing  with 
compressed  air  from  nonapproved 
stations  and  nozzles.  This  could  lead  to 
an  individual  accidentally  using  over 
100  p.s.i.  of  compressed  air. 

4.  The  petitioner  believes  using 
approved  blow-off  stations  and  nozzles, 
with  compressed  air  below  10  p.s.i., 
would  greatly  reduce  the  risk  of  human 
error  when  using  compressed  air  to 
clean  clothing,  and  would  more 
effectively  remove  soil  from  a  worker’s 
clothing. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
respond  on  or  before  August  6, 1980T 
Comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 
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Dated:  June  24, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20056  Filed  7-3-60;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  M-80-49-M] 

Hy-Rock  Products  Co.,  Inc.;  Petition 
for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Hy-Rock  Products  Company,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  187,  Marengo,  Indiana  47140 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  57.20-32 
(telephones)  to  its  Marengo  mine  and 
mill  located  in  Crawford  County, 

Indiana.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  Petitioner,  a  non-metal  mine 
operator,  requests  a  modification  of  the 
standard  requiring  telephone  or 
equivalent  two-way  communication 
from  underground  working  areas  to  the 
surface. 

2.  Petitioner’s  mine  is  three-fourths  of 
a  mile  straight  into  a  hill,  one  mile  wide; 
roadways  are  smooth  and  60  feet  wide, 
and  can  accommodate  vehicles 
travelling  15  to  40  mph. 

3.  Should  a  disaster  cause  the 
telephone  to  malfunction,  the  delay 
between  trying  to  reach  help  by 
telephone  and  driving  out  for  help  could 
be  the  crucial  minutes  in  saving 
someone’s  life. 

4.  Petitioner  states  a  telephone  might 
cause  static  electricity  that  could 
detonate  explosives. 

5.  Because  a  telephone  is  potentially 
dangerous,  petitioner  requests  a 
modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
August  6, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  June  23, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20057  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  M-80-88-C] 

Kentucky  Carbon  Corp.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Kentucky  Carbon  Corporation,  Post 
Office  Box  596,  Phelps,  Kentucky  41553 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1002-l(a) 
(permissible  equipment)  to  its  Kencar 
No.  1  Mine  located  in  Pike  County, 
Kentucky.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  Petitioner,  currently  operating  one 
long  wall  panel,  plans  a  second  long 
wall  operation.  Entries  for  these  panels 
are  driven  with  continuous  mining 
equipment. 

2.  After  coal  production  along  the 
panel  face  ceases,  long  wall  equipment 
(chocks,  shields,  pan  line,  shear)  is 
removed  by  a  hoist  which  pulls  the 
heavy  equipment  from  the  face  into  a 
recovery  entry. 

3.  Under  the  standard  a  hoist,  which, 
in  this  case,  is  not  a  permissible  piece  of 
equipment,  may  have  to  be  maintained 
150  feet  from  the  long  wall  face. 

4.  At  this  distance  the  pull  would  not 
be  direct,  the  ropes  would  be  subject  to 
severe  strain,  and  the  hoist  operator 
could  not  see  miners  at  the  equipment 
being  hoisted. 

5.  As  an  alternative  to  the  150-foot 
distance,  petitioner  would: 

(a)  Move  the  non-permissible  hoist 
within  25  feet  of  the  long  wall  face  for 
recovering  long  wall  equipment. 

(b)  Course  intake  air  directly  to  the 
return  to  ventilate  the  hoist;  and 

(c)  Maintain  two  fire  extinguishers  at 
hoist  and  test  regularly  for  gas,  though 
methane  in  measurable  amounts  has 
never  been  detected  in  the  mine. 

6.  Petitioner  states  that  adherence  to 
the  standard  will  diminish  miner  safety 
whereas  the  alternative  will  achieve  no 
less  protection  than  that  provided  by  the 
standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
August  6, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 


Dated:  June  28, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  60-20058  Piled  7-3-80:  8:45  am) 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 

Affirmative  Determinations  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of -certifications  of  eligibility 
to  apply  for  worker  adjustment 
assistance  issued  during  the  period  1980. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

In  the  following  cases  it  has  been 
concluded  that  all  of  the  criteria  have 
been  met. 

TA-W-7545;  American  Nail  Corp.,  Earth 
City,  Mo. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  7, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
American  Nail  Corporation,  Earth  City, 
Missouri.  The  workers  produce  threaded 
pallet  nails. 

U.S.  imports  of  wire  nails  and  staples 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  each  year 
compared  to  the  previous  year  from  1975 
through  1978.  Imports  of  wire  nails  and 
staples  increased  relative  to  domestic 
production  during  1979  compared  to  the 
average  for  the  1975-1978  period.  The 
ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  production 
was  110.0  percent  during  1979.  The  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production 
increased  from  110.4  percent  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1979  to  141.0  percent  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1980. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that 
major  customers  of  American  Nail 
Corporation  decreased  purchases  from 
the  subject  firm  while  increasing 
purchases  of  imported  pallet  nails  in 
1979  compared  to  1978  and  in  January- 
March  1980  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  American  Nail 
Corporation,  Earth  City,  Missouri  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  March  13, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 
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TA-W-7911;  Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber 
Corp.,  Utica,  N.  Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  5, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  the  Utica,  New 
York  plant  of  Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber 
Corporation.  The  workers  produce 
fabric  used  in  the  production  of 
passenger  car,  truck  and  bus  tires  at 
other  Dunlop  plants. 

U.S.  imports  of  passenger  car  tires 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  and  increased  relatively  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1979. 

U.S.  imports  of  truck  and  bus  tires 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1979. 

Company  imports  of  passenger  car, 
truck  and  bus  tires  increased  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that  a 
significant  proportion  of  customers  of 
Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber  Corporation 
decreased  purchases  of  passenger  car, 
truck  and  bus  tires  from  domestic 
sources  while  decreasing  purchases  of 
imports  of  these  tires. 

In  previous  determinations  involving 
other  facilities  of  Dunlop,  workers 
producing  tires  at  the  Huntsville, 
Alabama  plant  (TA-W-6703,  issued  on 
March  7, 1980)  and  at  the  Buffalo,  New 
York  plant  (TA-W-6817,  issued  on 
March  12, 1980)  were  certified  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  the  Utica,  New  York  plant 
of  Dunlop  Tire  and  Rubber  Corporation  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  April  22, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-7507,  7507 A,  7507B,  7507C,  and 
7508,  Dyeing  and  Finishing  Unlimited, 
Hoboken,  N.J.,  Washington  Knitting 
Mills,  Easton,  Pa.,  Hoboken,  N.J.;  New 
York,  N.  Y.:  Milano  Knitting  Mills . 
Hoboken,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  petitions 
which  were  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Dyeing  and 
Finishing  Unlimited,  Hoboken,  New 
Jersey  (TA-W-7507)  and  Milano 
Knitting  Mills,  Hoboken,  New  Jersey 
(TA-W-7508).  The  investigation  has 
been  expanded  to  cover  workers  at 
Washington  Knitting  Mills,  Easton, 
Pennsylvania  (TA-W-7507A),  Hoboken, 
New  Jersey  (TA-W-7507B),  and  New 


York,  New  York  (TA-W-7507C).  The 
workers  at  Dyeing  and  Finishing 
Unlimited  and  Washington  Knitting 
Mills  dye  and  finish  textiles  for  ladies 
undergarments.  Workers  at  Milano 
Knitting  Mills  produce  the  ladies' 
undergarments. 

The  three  firms  covered  by  the 
petitions,  Dyeing  and  Finishing 
Unlimited  (TA-W-7507),  Washington 
Knitting  Mills  (TA-W-7507A,  7507B,  and 
7507C)  and  Milano  Knitting  Mills  (TA¬ 
W-7508),  constitute  an  integrated 
dyeing,  finishing  and  assembling 
operation  to  produce  ladies’ 
undergarments.  Workers  at  Dyeing  and 
Finishing  Unlimited  and  Washington 
Knitting  Mills  dye  and  finish  textiles 
used  by  Milano  Knitting  Mills  to 
produce  ladies  undergarments.  Imports 
of  ladies’  undergarments  competitive 
with  those  produced  at  the  petitioning 
firms  are  included  in  the  category 
“Women’s  Girls’  and  Infant’s 
Underwear.”  Imports  of  Women’s,  Girls’ 
and  Infants’  Underwear  have  increased 
absolutely  in  each  year  from  1975  to 
1979. 

A  Department  survey  of  Washington 
Knitting  Mills'  customers  revealed  that 
customers  had  decreased  their 
purchases  from  Washington  Knitting 
Mills  and  increased  their  purchases  of 
imported  ladies  underwear  during  the 
period  under  investigation.  \ 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  The  Easton,  Pennsylvania 
plant  the  Hoboken,  New  Jersey  warehouse 
and  the  New  York,  New  York  sales  and 
administrative  offices  of  Washington  Knitting 
Mills,  and  Milano  Knitting  Mills,  Hoboken, 
New  Jersey  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
March  7, 1979  and  all  workers  of  Dyeing  and 
Finishing  Unlimited,  Hoboken,  New  Jersey 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  November  1, 
1979  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974." 

TA-W-7590;  Harwood  Cedar  Products, 
Elma,  Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Harwood  Cedar  Products,  Elma, 
Washington.  The  workers  produce  cedar 
shakes  and  ridges. 

U.S.  imports  of  red  cedar  shakes, 
shingles,  hips  and  ridges  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  with  1977 
and  in  1979  compared  with  1978.  Imports 
increased  during  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  with  the  same  period  of  1979. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey  of 
Harwood  Cedar  Products'  customers 
revealed  that  customers  reduced 


purchases  of  red  cedar  shakes  and 
ridges  from  Harwood  Cedar  Products  in 
1979  compared  with  1978  while  at  the 
same  time  increasing  purchases  of 
imported  red  cedar  shakes  and  ridges. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  of  Harwood  Cedar  Products. 
Elma,  Washington  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  March  20, 1979  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

TA-W-7608;  John  Knight,  Ltd.,  New 
York,  N.  Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
John  Knight,  Ltd.,  New  York,  New  York. 
The  workers  produce  men's  and  ladies' 
coats. 

The  average  level  of  U.S.  imports  of 
women’s,  misses’  and  children’s  coats 
and  jackets  for  the  1978-1979  period 
exceeded  the  average  level  of  imports 
for  the  preceding  three  years. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children's  suits  increased  both 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 
Sales  and  production  of  suits  at  John 
Knight,  Ltd.  ceased  in  the  second 
quarter  of  1979. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of  major 
customers  of  John  Knight,  Ltd. 

Customers  representing  a  significant 
proportion  of  the  firm's  sales  reduced 
purchases  of  ladies'  coats  and  rainwear 
from  John  Knight  and  increased 
purchases  of  imports  in  1979  compared 
to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  John  Knight  Ltd.,  New  York,  New 
York  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
March  28, 1979  and  before  March  1, 1980 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7943;  Keystone  Metal  Moulding 
Co.,  East  Detroit,  Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  12, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  East  Detroit  Michigan  facility  of 
Keystone  Metal  Moulding  Company. 

The  workers  of  the  East  Detroit, 
Michigan  facility  of  Keystone  Metal 
Moulding  Company  perform 
administrative,  engineering,  sales  and 
warehousing  functions  necessary  to 
support  the  production  of  automotive 
metal  moulding  at  the  company’s 
Pontotoc,  Mississippi  plant  and  Clanton. 
Alabama  plant 
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U.S.  imports  of  automotive  metal 
moulding  increased  in  1979  compared 
with  1978,  both  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production. 

Workers  at  the  Pontotoc,  Mississippi 
plant  of  Keystone  Metal  Moulding 
Company  were  certified  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  on  November 

16. 1979  with  an  impact  date  set  on  May 

8. 1979  (TA-W-8065).  Workers  at  the 
company's  Clanton,  Alabama  plant 
were  certified  on  March  21, 1980  with  an 
impact  date  of  August  26, 1979  (TA-W- 
6821). 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  the  East  Detroit,  Michigan 
facility  of  Keystone  Metal  Moulding 
Company  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
January  1, 1980  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-7778;  Knoxville  Glove  Co., 
Knoxville,  Tenn. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Knoxville  Glove  Company,  Knoxville, 
Tennessee.  The  workers  produce  cotton 
and  leather  work  gloves. 

U.S.  imports  of  cotton  and  leather 
work  gloves  increased  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
1979  compared  with  1978,  and  increased 
absolutely  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  with  the  first  quarter  of  1979. 

A  Departmental  survey  of  customers 
which  purchased  cotton  and  leather 
work  gloves  from  the  Knoxville  Glove 
Company  indicated  that  these  customers 
increased  their  reliance  on  imported 
work  gloves  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  the  Knoxville  Glove 
Company,  Knoxville,  Tennessee  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  April  15, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.’  ’ 

TA-W-7693;  Northwood  Chrysler 
Plymouth,  Inc.,  Northwood,  Ohio 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Northwood  Chrysler  Plymouth, 
Incorporated,  Northwood,  Ohio.  The 
workers  were  engaged  in  the  sale  and 
servicing  of  Chrysler  and  Plymouth 
automobiles  and  Plymouth  trucks. 

Prior  to  its  closing  in  March  1980, 
Northwood  Chrysler  Plymouth, 
Incorporated  sold  and  serviced  all 
Chrysler  and  Plymouth  car  and  truck 


lines  which  Chrysler  Corporation 
marketed  in  the  United  States.  Since 
workers  at  Northwood  Chrysler 
Plymouth,  Incorporated  did  not  produce 
an  article  within  the  meaning  of  Section 
222(3)  of  the  Trade  Act,  they  may  be 
certified  only  if  their  separation  was 
importantly  caused  by  a  reduced 
demand  for  their  services  from  either  the 
parent  firm  or  from  a  firm  otherwise 
related  to  Northwood  Chrysler 
Plymouth,  Incorporated  by  ownership  or 
control.  In  either  case,  the  reduction  in 
demand  for  services  must  originate  at  a 
production  facility  whose  workers 
independently  meet  the  statutory 
criteria  for  certification,  and  that 
reduction  must  directly  and 
substantially  relate  to  the  product  or 
products  adversely  impacted  by  imports. 

The  Department  determined  that  sales 
and  employment  declines  at  Northwood 
Chrysler  Plymouth,  Incorporated,  a  firm 
which  was  largely  owned  by  Chrysler 
Corporation,  were  directly  and 
substantially  related  to  increased 
imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  Chrysler  and  Plymouth 
car  and  truck  lines  produced  by 
Chrysler  Corporation.  Sales  of  trade- 
impacted  Chrysler  and  Plymouth  cars 
and  trucks  accounted  for  a  major 
proportion  of  the  total  sales  of 
Northwood  Chrysler  Plymouth, 
Incorporated  in  both  1978  and  1979. 
Production  of  these  car  and  truck  lines 
declined  significantly  from  MY  1978  to 
MY  1979  at  Chrysler’s  Hamtramck, 
Newark,  St.  Louis,  Lynch  Road, 

Jefferson,  Warren  Truck,  and  Missouri 
Truck  assembly  plants.  Certifications 
were  issued  on  behalf  of  workers  at  all 
seven  of  these  facilities  on  November  6, 
1979  (TA-W-5979-83,  6037-38). 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  of  Northwood  Chrysler 
Plymouth,  Incorporated,  Northwood,  Ohio, 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  August  1, 1979 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974.” 

TA-W-7863;  Pan  American  Tanning 
Corp.,  Cloversville,  N.  Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Textile 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  Pan  American  Tanning 
Corporation,  Gloversville,  New  York. 
The  workers  produce  tanned  cattleskin. 

U.S.  imports  of  tanned  cattleskin 
increased  relative  to  U.S.  production  in 
1978  compared  to  1977,  and  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

A  Departmental  survey  of  Pan 
American’s  one  customer  indicated  that 


the  customer  increased  reliance  on 
imported  tanned  cattleskin  in  1979 
compared  to  1978,  and  during  the  first 
four  months  of  1980  compared  to  the 
similar  period  in  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  Pan  American  Tanning 
Corporation,  Gloversville,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  June  9, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-7648;  Pence  Springs 
Manufacturing  Co.,  W.  Va. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Pence  Springs 
Manufacturing  Company,  Pence  Springs 
West  Virginia,  a  division  of  Zimco 
Industries  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York.  The  workers  produce  men’s  and 
boys'  rainwear  and  boys’  ski  jackets. 

U.S  imports  Men’s  and  Boys’  Water 
Repellent  Rainwear  increased  both 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 
Imports  declined  absolutely  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  water  proof  rainwear 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1978  compared 
to  1977.  U.S.  imports  of  water  proof 
rainwear  increased  absolutely  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
nontailored  outer  jackets  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 
Imports  increased  absolutely  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  1979. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of 
customers  of  Zimco  Industries, 
Incorporated  (Pence  Spring’s  parent  firm 
and  selling  organization).  Customers 
representing  a  significant  proportion  of 
Zimco’s  sales  in  1979  reduced  purchases 
from  Zimco  and  increased  purchases  of 
imported  men’s  and  boys’  outerwear. 

On  August  24, 1979,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  certified 
Zimco  Industries,  Incorporated  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  firm  trade 
adjustment  assistance  (F-NY-0657). 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  Pence  Springs 
Manufacturing  Company,  Pence  Springs, 
West  Virginia,  a  division  of  Zimco  Industries, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  October  27, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 
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TA-W-7615;  Point  Brass  Foundry,  Inc., 
Bayonne,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Bergen  Point  Brass  Foundry, 
Incorporated,  Bayonne,  New  Jersey.  The 
workers  produce  non-ferrous  castings. 

U.S.  imports  of  brass  and  bronze 
foundry  products  increased  both 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1979  compared  to  1978  and 
increased  absolutely  in  the  first  three 
months  of  1980  compared  to  the 
comparable  period  in  1979. 

A  customer  survey  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce  revealed  that 
customers  who  decreased  their 
purchases  from  Bergen  Point  Brass 
Foundry,  Incorporated  and  increased 
pruchases  of  imported  non-ferrous 
castings  for  the  year  ended  October  31, 
1979  compared  to  the  year  ended 
October  31, 1978  represented  a 
significant  proportion  of  the  firm’s 
decline  in  sales.  The  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  on  February  11, 1980  certified 
Bergen  Point  Brass  eligible  to  apply  for 
firm  adjustment  assistance. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  Bergen  Point  Brass 
Foundry,  Incorporated,  Bayonne,  New  Jersey 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  June  1, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-8051;  Solix  Sportswear  Corp., 
New  York,  N.Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  19, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Solix  Sportswear 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York.  The 
workers  produce  men’s  outerwear. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
nontailored  outer  jackets  increased  in 
1979  over  the  average  level  of  imports 
during  1975-1978. 

A  Department  survey  of  customers  of 
Solix  Sportswear  revealed  that  the 
manufacturer  for  which  Solix  worked 
exclusively  did  not  purchase  imported 
men’s  outerwear  or  use  the  services  of 
foreign  contractors. 

A  survey  of  retail  outlets  of  the 
manufacturer  revealed  that  retail  outlets 
decreased  purchases  of  men’s  coats 
from  the  manufacturer  while  increasing 
purchases  of  imported  coats  during  1979 
compared  to  1978.  Workers  at  the 
manufacturing  facility  were  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  on  February  26, 1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 


“All  workers  of  Solix  Sportswear 
Corporation,  New  York.  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  May  8, 1979  and 
before  December  1, 1979  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-7240;  Suns  tar,  Inc.,  Carden 
Grove,  Calif. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  3, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Sunstar,  Incorporated,  Garden  Grove, 
California.  The  workers  produce  athletic 
shoes. 

U.S.  imports  of  athletic  footwear 
increased  relative  to  domestic 
production  from  1978  to  1979  and 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  during  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1979.  During  the  past  five 
years,  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  has  remained  above  200 
percent. 

The  Department  conducted  a  survey 
of  major  customers  of  Sunstar, 
Incorporated.  The  survey  revealed  that 
these  customers  have  decreased 
purchases  from  Sunstar  and  increased 
their  reliance  on  foreign  sources  from 
1978  to  1979  and  during  the  first  quarter 
of  1980  compared  to  the  same  period  of 
1979.  ' 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  Sunstar.  Incorporated, 
Garden  Grove,  California  who  became  totally 
or  partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  February  13. 1979  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974." 

TA-W-7539  Sr  7539 A;  Wojski’s  Inc., 
Wojski  Fixture  Corp.,  Mount  Clemens, 
Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Wojski’s  Incorporated,  Mount  Clemens, 
New  York.  The  workers  produce  small 
diameter  fabricated  tubing  for  brake  and 
fuel  lines.  The  Petition  has  been 
expanded  to  cover  workers  producing 
fixtures  for  tube  fabricating  at  Wojski 
Fixture  Corporation,  Mount  Clemens, 
Michigan. 

U.S.  imports  of  brake  lines  and  of  fuel 
lines  increased  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  in  1978  and  1979 
compared  with  the  respective  preceding 
year. 

A  survey  of  Wojski’s  Incorporated’s 
major  customer  revealed  that  the 
customer  had  increased  its  purchases  of 
imported  brake  and  fuel  lines  and 
decreased  its  purchases  from  Wojski’s 
Incorporated  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 


Wojski  Fixture  Corporation  provides 
fixtures  exclusively  to  Wojski’s 
Incorporated. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  of  Wojski’s  Incorporated  and 
Wojski  Fixture  Corporation.  Mount  Clemens. 
Michigan  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  April 
14, 1979  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974.” 

I  hereby  certify  that  determinations 
were  issued  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
aformentioned  cases  during  the  week  of 
June  23-27 th,  1980. 

Signed  at  Washington  D.C.  this  30th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20200  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-28-M 


Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  negative  determinations 
regarding  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  issued  during  the 
period  June  16-20th,  1980. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  workers  in  the  workers’s 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  the  firm  or  subdivision  have 
decreased  absolutely, 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  the  firm  or 
appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the 
separations,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the 
absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  it  has 
been  concluded  that  at  least  one  of  the 
above  criteria  has  not  been  met. 

TA-W-7630;  Blue  Arrow,  Inc.,  Flint, 
Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Teamsters.  Chauffeurs. 
Warehouseman  and  Helpers  of  America 
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on  behalf  of  workers  at  the  Flint, 
Michigan  facility  of  Blue  Arrow, 
Incorporated.  The  workers  at  the  Flint, 
Michigan  facility  of  Blue  Arrow, 
Incorporated  are  engaged  in  providing 
the  service  of  transporting  general 
commodities. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
workers  of  the  Flint,  Michigan  facility  of 
Blue  Arrow,  Incorporated  do  not 
produce  an  article  within  the  meaning  of 
section  222(3)  of  the  Act.  The 
Department  of  Labor  has  consistently 
determined  that  the  performance  of 
services  does  not  constitute  production 
of  an  article,  as  required  by  Section  222 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974;  and  this 
determination  has  been  upheld  in  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals. 

Therefore,  workers  of  the  Flint, 
Michigan  facility  of  Blue  Arrow, 
Incorporated  may  be  certified  only  if 
their  separation  was  caused  importantly 
by  a  reduced  demand  for  their  services 
from  a  parent  firm,  a  firm  otherwise 
related  to  the  Flint,  Michigan  facility  of 
Blue  Arrow,  Incorporated  by  ownership, 
or  a  firm  related  by  control.  In  any  case, 
the  reduction  in  demand  for  services 
must  originate  at  a  production  facility 
whose  workers  independently  meet  the 
statutory  criteria  for  certifications  and 
that  reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports.  These 
conditions  have  not  been  met  for 
workers  of  the  Flint,  Michigan  facility  of 
Blue  Arrow,  Incorporated. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Flint,  Michigan  facility  of  Blue 
Arrow,  Incorporated,  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7663; P&K  American,  Inc., 
Humptulips,  Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
P&K  American,  Incorporated, 
Humptulips,  Washington.  Workers  at 
the  plant  produce  cedar  shakes  and 
shingles. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

P&K  American,  Incorporated’s  sales 
of  cedar  shakes  and  shingles  increased 
in  1979  compared  with  1978  before 
declining  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  quarter  of  1979. 

P&K  American's  cedar  shakes  and 
shingles  are  primarily  destined  for  the 
home  construction  industry  in  the 
southwest  region  of  the  United  States. 
The  decline  in  sales  and  employment  at 
the  mill  during  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
and  its  subsequent  temporary  closing  in 
April  1980  coincided  with  a  sharp. 


downturn  in  domestic  housing  starts 
which  began  in  late  1979  and  has 
continued  through  the  first  quarter  of 
1980.  According  to  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  statistics,  the  annual  rate  of 
housing  starts  in  March  1980  was  1.04 
million  units,  44  percent  below  the  rate 
of  1.87  million  units  reported  for 
September  1979  when  interest  rates 
began  increasing  sharply.  The  annual 
rate  of  housing  starts  in  March  1980  is  42 
percent  lower  than  in  March  1979,  and  is 
the  lowest  rate  in  five  years. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey  of  P  & 

K  American’s  customers  revealed  that 
the  customers’  overall  demand  for  cedar 
shakes  and  shingles  declined  sharply 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1980  compared 
with  the  same  period  of  1979,  coincident 
with  the  decline  in  home  construction. 
Sources  cited  the  sharp  downturn  in  the 
home  construction  industry  as  the 
primary  reason  for  the  reduction  in 
purchases  of  shakes  and  shingles. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  P  &  K  American,  Incorporated, 
Humptulips,  Washington  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

I  hereby  certify  that  determinations 
were  issued  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
aforementioned  cases  during  the  week 
of  June  16-20th,  1980. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting,  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

{FR  Doc.  80-20199  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-8783] 

Aetna  Industries,  Inc.,  Genesee 
Stamping  Division,  Owosso,  Mich.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  16, 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  May  30, 
1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  producing  metal  automotive 
stampings  at  the  Genesee  Stamping 
Division,  Owosso,  Michigan  of  Aetna 
Industries,  Incorporated. 

On  June  9, 1980,  a  petition  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of  workers 
(TA-W-8636). 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
TA-W-8636,  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20206  Filed  7-3-60;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-8019J 

Benmax  Sportswear  Co.,  Asbury  Park, 
N .J.;  Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  May  19, 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  May  8. 

1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  Benmax  Sportswear 
Company,  Asbury  Park,  New  Jersey. 
Workers  at  the  plant  produced  women’s 
suits,  jackets,  and  coats. 

The  petitioning  group  of  workers  in 
this  case  was  included  in  a 
determination  (TA-W-2895)  issued  on 
June  9, 1978  which  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  all 
workers  of  Benmax  Sportswear 
Company,  Asbury  Park,  New  Jersey. 
Benmax  Sportswear  Company 
permanently  closed  in  February,  1980. 

All  workers  had  been  permanently 
separated  by  the  end  of  March,  1980. 
Since  all  workers  separated,  totally  or 
partially,  from  Benmax  Sportswear 
Company,  Asbury  Park,  New  Jersey  on 
or  after  December  15, 1976  (impact  date) 
and  before  June  9, 1980  (expiration  date 
of  the  determination)  are  covered  by  an 
existing  determination,  a  new 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Therefore,  this  investigation  is 
terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20201  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-7274] 

Butte,  Anaconda  &  Pacific  Railway  Co., 
Anaconda,  Mont.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Application 
for  Reconsideration 

By  letter  of  May  28, 1980,  the  United 
Transportation  Union  requested 
administrative  reconsideration  of  the 
Department  of  Labor’s  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  to 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance  in  the  case  of  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Butte,  Anaconda  & 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  Anaconda, 
Montana.  The  determination  was 
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published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  9. 1980,  (45  FR  30744). 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.18(c) 
reconsideration  may  be  granted  under 
the  following  circumstances: 

(1)  If  it  appears  on  the  basis  of  facts 
not  previously  considered  that  the 
determination  complained  of  was 
erroneous; 

(2)  If  it  appears  that  the  determination 
complained  of  was  based  on  a  mistake 
in  the  determination  of  facts  previously 
considered;  or 

(3)  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Certifying 
Officer,  a  misinterpretation  of  facts  or  of 
the  law  justifies  reconsideration  of  the 
decision. 

The  union  claims  in  its  application  for 
reconsideration  that  the  Department 
failed  to  consider  as  imports  the  many 
imported  items  such  as  autos  and 
televisions  that  are  composed  of  copper. 
The  union  further  claims  that  the  Butte 
Anaconda  and  Pacific  (B.A.  &  P.) 
Railway’s  revenue  did  not  really 
increase  but  increased  because  of 
inflation.  Lastly,  the  union  claims  that 
B.A.  &  P.  hauled  not  only  copper  but 
many  other  items,  i.e.,  burnt  lime,  gold 
and  silver  and  other  minerals. 

The  Department’s  review  showed  that 
the  B.A.  &  P.  is  a  wholly-owned  railroad 
of  the  Anaconda  Copper  Company 
operating  between  Butte  and  Anaconda, 
Montana,  and  that  the  workers  of  the 
B.A.  &  P.  were  denied  eligibility  because 
they  did  not  meet  the  increased  import 
criterion  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974.  U.S.  imports  of  refined  copper 
decreased  both  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

The  Department  does  not  see  any 
validity  in  the  union’s  claim  that  the 
Department  failed  to  consider  as 
imports  the  many  imported  items  which 
contain  copper.  The  Department  cannot 
consider  imports  of  final  articles  which 
incorporate  copper,  such  as  autos  and 
televisions,  as  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  the  copper  produced  at 
the  mine  and  hauled  by  the  railroad. 
Court  decisions  have  upheld  the 
Department’s  interpretation  that 
components  or  raw  materials  are  not 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
final  articles  incorporating  them. 

Also,  the  Department  does  not  see 
any  validity  in  the  union’s  claim  that 
inflation  was  a  factor  in  increased 
railroad  revenue  since  company  data 
indicate  that  the  tonnage  hauled  by  the 
B.A.  &  P.  railroad  of  all  products 
increased  in  1979  over  1978  and  in  the 
first  2  months  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1979. 

The  Department  does  not  see  that  the 
union’s  claim  that  the  B.A.  &  P.  hauls 
other  items  such  as  imported  burnt  lime 


from  Canada  as  well  as  gold  and  silver 
forms  a  basis,  for  certification  under  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974.  Copper  concentrates, 
copper  precipitates,  milk  of  lime,  lime 
rock,  burnt  lime  and  concentrator  slurry 
are  all  hauled  by  the  B.A.  &  P.  railroad 
and  are  either  inputs  for  copper  refining 
or  the  non-saleable  by-product  of  the 
mining  and  refining  of  copper.  Further, 
gold  and  silver  are  only  found  in  trace 
amounts  in  the  concentrates  and  as  such 
together  with  sulphuric  acid  which  is 
also  hauled  by  the  railroad  do  not  form 
a  significant  percent  of  B.A.  &  P. 
railroad's  hauling  tonnage. 

Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application  and  , 
the  investigative  file,  I  conclude  that 
there  has  been  no  error  or 
misinterpretation  of  fact  or 
misinterpretation  of  the  law  which 
would  justify  reconsideration  of  the 
Department  of  Labor’s  prior  decision. 
The  application  is,  therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  25th  day 
of  June  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  60-20209  Filed  7-4-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-88341 

Dana  Corp.,  Ecorse,  Mich.;  Termination 
of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  16. 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  June  3, 

1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Ecorse,  Michigan  plant  of 
Dana  Corporation.  This  plant  was  part 
of  the  Parish  Frame  Division.  The 
workers  produced  light  truck  frames. 

On  June  19. 1980.  workers  at  the 
Ecorse,  Michigan  plant  of  Dana 
Corporation  were  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  (TA¬ 
W-7665).  The  petition  alleged  that  Dana 
Corporation  transferred  production  of 
light-duty  truck  frames  to  its  Canadian 
facility.  The  investigation  revealed  that 
production  at  the  Hayes-Dana  plant  in 
Canada  decreased  from  1978  to  1979  and 
in  the  first  four  months  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1979. 
Furthermore,  surveyed  customers  of  the 
Ecorse  plant  indicated  that  they 
decreased  purchases  of  imported  truck 
frames  in  the  first  four  months  of  model 
year  (MY)  1980  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  MY  1979.  The  model  year 
extends  from  September  of  one  year 
through  August  of  the  next  year. 
Domestic  consumption  of  light-duty 


trucks  declined  in  1979  compared  to 
1978. 

On  June  16, 1980,  the  Department 
instituted  another  investigation  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  the  Ecorse, 

Michigan  plant  of  Dana  Corporation 
(TA-W-8834).  The  petition  alleges  that 
Dana  Corporation  transferred 
production  of  light  duty  truck  frames  to 
its  Canadian  facility.  This  petition 
presents  no  new  information  which 
would  change  the  determination 
previously  made  under  TA-W-7665. 

Since  an  investigation  has  already 
been  conducted  pursuant  to  the  facts 
and  statements  presented  in  the  current 
petition  (TA-W-8834)  and  since  the 
current  petition  presents  no  additional 
information  pursuant  to  the  previous 
determination  (TA-W-7665)  that  would 
change  that  determination,  another 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Consequently,  the  investigation  has 
been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Ooc.  80-20208  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


(TA-W-8653) 

Highland  Bolt  &  Nut  Co.,  Utica,  Mich.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

\  Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  9, 1980  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  May  22, 

1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  at  the 
Highland  Bolt  and  Nut  Company,  Utica, 
Michigan. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  13, 1980  (45  FR  40257-58).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

On  May  13, 1980,  a  petition  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of  workers 
(TA-W-8257). 

Notice  of  Investigation  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  3, 1980 
(45  FR  37561—65).  No  public  hearing  was 
requested  and  none  was  held. 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
TA-W-8257,  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20204  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-28-M 


[TA-W-8786] 

Honsel-Hayes  Aluminum  Products  Co.t 
Division  of  Hayes-Albion  Corp.,  Tiffin, 
Ohio,  Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  16, 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  May  30, 
1980  which  was  filed  by  the  United  Auto 
Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  of  the  Honsel-Hayes 
Aluminum  Products  Company,  Division 
of  Hayes-Albion  Corporation,  Tiffin, 
Ohio. 

On  May  13, 1980,  a  petition  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of  workers 
(TA-W-8140). 

Notice  of  Investigation  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  6, 1980 
(45  FR  38177-79).  No  public  hearing  was 
requested  and  none  was  held. 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
(TA-W-8140)  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20205  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-8796] 

Lapeer  Fabricators,  Lapeer,  Mich.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  to  Section  221  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  16, 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  May  21, 
1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
plastic  interior  automotive  trim  at 
Lapeer  Fabricators,  Lapeer,  Michigan. 

On  April  29, 1980,  a  petition  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of  workers 
(TA-W-7940). 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
TA-W-7940,  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1880. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20207  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-8652] 

M.N.P.  Manufacturing  Corp.,  Utica, 
Mich.;  Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  9, 1980  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  May  22, 

1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  at  the 
M.N.P.  Manufacturing  Corporation, 

Utica,  Michigan. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  13, 1980  (45  FR  40257-58).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

On  may  13, 1980,  a  petition  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of  workers 
(TA-W-8253). 

Notice  of  Investigation  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  3, 1980 
(45  FR  37561-65).  No  public  hearing  was 
requested  and  none  was  held. 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
TA-W-8253,  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20203  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-8426] 

Uniroyal,  Inc.,  Plastics  Plant,  Port 
Clinton,  Ohio;  Termination  of 
Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  June  2, 1980  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  May  23, 
1980  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Port  Clinton,  Ohio 
Plastics  Plant  of  Uniroyal,  Incorporated. 
The  workers  produce  vinyl  coated 
fabrics. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
another  petition  (TA-W-8326)  had  also 
been  filed^Since  the  identical  group  of 
workers  is  the  subject  of  the  ongoing 
investigation  (TA-W-8326),  a  new 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Consequently,  the  investigation  has 
been  terminated. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
June  1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20202  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


Negative  Determinations  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  negative  determinations 
regarding  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  issued  during  the 
period  June  23-27, 1980. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  that  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  workers  in  the  worker’s 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated. 

(2)  that  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  the  firm  or  subdivision  have 
decreased  absolutely, 

(3)  that  increases  of  imports  of 
articles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  the  firm  or 
appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the 
separations,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the 
absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  it  has 
been  concluded  that  at  least  one  of  the 
above  criteria  has  not  been  met. 

TA-W-7780;  Adventure  Apparel,  Inc.; 
Fayette,  Ala. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Adventure  Apparel,  Incorporated, 
Fayette,  Alabama.  The  workers  produce 
children’s  outerwear  jackets  and 
children’s  sportswear,  consisting  of 
pants,  skirts,  jumpers  and  dresses. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Sales  of  children’s  sportswear  and 
outerwear  produced  by  Adventure 
Apparel,  Incorporated  increased  in  each 
quarter  of  1979  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year,  with  the 
exception  of  the  fourth  quarter  of  1979. 
The  sales  decline  in  the  fourth  quarter  of 
1979  and  in  January  1980  is  attributable 
to  the  company  moving  its  production 
facilities  to  a  new  location.  In  addition, 
in  the  fourth  quarter  of  the  year, 
production  is  typically  lower  than  the 
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remainder  of  the  year  due  to  the 
seasonality  involved  in  the  production 
of  children’s  jackets.  Sales  by 
Adventure  Apparel  increased  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the 
preceding  quarter  and  to  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year.  Sales  and 
production  are  equivalent  at  Adventure 
Apparel. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  coats  and  jackets  (includes  all 
infants'  coats  and  jackets);  men’s  and 
boys’  nontailored  outer  jackets; 
children's  dresses  (includes  infants’ 
dresses  and  jumpers  and  girls’  jumpers); 
women’s,  misses’  and  children’s  slacks 
and  shorts  (includes  all  infants'  pants) 
and  men’s  and  boys'  dress  and  sport 
trousers  and  shorts  decreased  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Adventure  Apparel,  Incorporated, 
Fayette,  Alabama  are  denied  eligibility 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7707;  A  One  Shakes,  Forks, 

Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
A  One  Shakes,  Forks,  Washington. 
Workers  at  A  One  Shakes  produce 
cedar  shakes. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

A  One  Shakes  began  operating  in 
March  1979  and  was  temporarily  closed 
in  April  1980. 

A  One’s  cedar  shakes  are  primarily 
destined  for  the  home  construction 
industry  in  the  southwest  region  of  the 
United  States.  The  temporary  closing  of 
the  mill  in  April  1980  coincided  with  a 
sharp  downturn  in  domestic  housing 
starts  which  began  in  late  1979  and  has  * 
continued  through  the  first  quarter  of 
1980.  According  to  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  statistics,  new  housing  starts 
declined  thirteen  percent  from  2.02 
million  units  in  1978  to  1.75  million  units 
in  1979.  New  housing  starts  totalled 
240.8  thousand  units  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1980,  a  decline  of  twenty-six  percent 
from  the  326.4  thousand  units  the  first 
quarter  of  1979. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey  of  A 
One’s  customers  revealed  that  the 
customers’  overall  demand  for  cedar 
shakes  and  shingles  declined  during  the 
first  quarter  of  1980  compared  with  the 
same  period  of  1979,  coincident  with  the 
decline  in  home  construction.  Sources 
cited  the  downturn  in  the  home 
construction  industry  as  the  primary 
reason  for  the  reduction  in  purchases  of 
shakes  and  shingles. 


In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
office  has  determined  that  all  workers  of 
A  One  Shakes,  Forks,  Washington  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7135;  Airco  Carbon  Graphite, 
Punxsutawney,  PA. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  19, 1980  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  American  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  Airco  Carbon  Graphite, 
Punxsutawney,  Pennsyulvania.  Workers 
at  the  plant  produce  carbon  arc  gouging 
rods  and  battery  carbons. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Combined  sales  of  battery  carbons 
and  gouging  rods  at  Airco  Carbon 
Graphite  increased  in  1979  compared  to 
1978.  A  survey  was  conducted  of  the 
major  customers  and  competitors  of 
Airco  Carbon  Graphite.  No  evidence 
was  discovered  of  imports  displacing 
sales  of  carbon  arc  gouging  rods  and 
battery  carbons  produced  by  Airco 
Carbon  Graphite.  Declines  in  sales  or 
production  and  the  separations  of 
workers  at  Airco  Carbon  Graphite  can 
be  attributed  to  normal  business 
fluctuations. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Airco  Carbon  Graphite, 
Punxsutawney,  Pennsylvania  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7460;  Alison  Ayres;  New  York, 
NY. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Alison  Ayres,  New 
York,  New  York.  The  workers  produce 
ladies’  dresses. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s  and  misses’ 
dresses  declined  absolutely  in  1979 
compared  to  1978.  In  addition,  the  ratio 
of  imports  to  domestic  production  for 
women’s  and  misses’  dresses  was  5 
percent  or  less  throughout  the  1975  to 
1978  period. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of  major 
customers  of  Alison  Ayres.  The  survey 
revealed  that  for  most  of  the  customers, 
import  purchases  represented  an 
insignificant  proportion  of  their  total 
demand  for  ladies’  dresses;  many 
customers  did  not  import  at  all.  Most  of 
those  customers  who  did  import  dresses 
and  who  reduced  purchases  from  Alison 


Ayres  either  decreased  their  import 
purchases  or  increased  their  purchases 
of  domestically-produced  dresses  while 
they  increased  their  purchases  of 
imported  dresses  in  1979  compared  to 
1978  and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1979. 
Those  customers  who  reduced 
purchases  from  Alison  Ayres  and  other 
domestic  suppliers  while  increasing 
purchases  of  imported  dresses  were  an 
insignificant  proportion  of  Alison  Ayres* 
sales  in  1978, 1979  and  the  first  quarter 
of  1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Alison  Ayres,  New  York,  New  York 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7865;  Brown  Shoe  Co.,  Mountain 
Grove,  Mo. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  Local  781  of  the 
Footwear  Division  of  the  United  Food 
and  Commercial  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  the  Mountain 
Grove,  Missouri  plant  of  Brown  Shoe 
Company.  Workers  at  the  Mountain 
Grove  Plant  produce  women’s  shoes. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  at  the  Mountain  Grove, 

Missouri  plant  of  Brown  Shoe  Company 
increased  in  1979  from  1978.  Production 
in  quantity  by  the  plant  increased  during 
the  same  period.  Compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year,  declines  in 
production  and  employment  occurred  at 
the  Mountain  Grove  plant  in  the  second 
quarter  of  1979  and  the  first  quarter  of 
1980.  Workers  laid  off  during  this  period 
are  covered  by  the  previous  certification 
(TA-W-2376). 

On  April  7, 1978  the  Department 
issued  a  certification  of  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  benefits 
applicable  to  workers  of  the  Mountain 
Grove,  Missouri  plant  of  Brown  Shoe 
Company  (TA-W-2376).  That 
certification  expired  on  April  7, 1980. 

A  survey  conducted  by  the 
Department  revealed  that  most 
customers  surveyed  which  decreased 
purchases  of  women’s  dress  shoes  from 
Brown  Shoe  Company  in  1979  and  the 
first  quarter  of  1980  did  not  increase 
purchases  of  imported  women’s  dress 
shoes  during  the  same  period.  Most 
customers  surveyed  which  increased 
import  purchases  in  1979  and  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  also  increased  purchases 
from  other  domestic  sources  during  the 
same  period. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
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of  the  Mountain  Grove,  Missouri  plant 
of  Brown  Shoe  Company  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7562  and  7566;  Central  New 
Hampshire  Dye,  Inc.;  Cormier  Hosiery 
Mills,  Inc.;  Laconia,  N.H. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  7, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Central  New  Hampshire  Dye, 
Incorporated  and  Cormier  Hosiery  Mills, 
Incorporated,  both  firms  of  Laconia, 

New  Hampshire.  Workers  dye  socks 
and  yam  and  produce  hosiery  and  knit 
fabrics  respectively. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Central  New  Hampshire  Dye, 
Incorporated  and  Cormier  Hosiery  Mills, 
Incorporated  have  substantially  the 
same  owners.  Central  Dye  was 
established  and  still  functions  to  dye 
yarn  and  socks  for  Cormier  Hosiery. 

U.S.  imports  of  all  hosiery  except 
pantyhose  decreased  in  the  1979 
compared  to  in  1978.  U.S.  imports  have 
been  less  than  1%  of  iffe.  production  in 
each  year  from  1974  to  1978. 

Customers  of  Cormier  Hosiery  Mills 
who  purchased  hosiery  did  not  increase 
imports  of  these  products  and  decrease 
purchases  from  Cormier  Hosiery  Mills 
during  the  period  under  investigation. 

Inasmuch  as  all  types  of  finished 
fabric  are  generally  interchangeable  and 
substitutable  in  their  end  uses,  all  types 
of  finished  fabric  may  be  considered  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  knit 
fabric  produced  by  Cormier  Hosiery 
Mills,  Incorporated. 

U.S.  imports  of  all  finished  fabric 
decreased  absolutely  in  1979  compared 
to  1978.  Preliminary  estimates  indicate 
that  domestic  production  increased  in 
1979  compared  to  1978.  The  ratio  of 
imports  of  finished  fabric  to  domestic 
production  did  not  exceed  2.1  percent 
from  1975  through  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Central  New  Hampshire  Dye, 

-  Incorporated  and  Cormier  Hosiery  Mills, 
Incorporated,  both  firms  of  Laconia, 

New  Hampshire  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-748 5-7487;  C.G.  Conn  Ltd.,  Conn 
Organ  Division,  Oak  Brook,  Ill.  (TA-W- 
7485),  Greer,  S.C.  (TA-W-7486), 
Lombard,  Ill.  (TA-W-7487) 

The  investigation  was  initiafed  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
C.G.  Conn  Ltd.,  Conn  Organ  Division, 
Oak  Brook,  Illinois  (TA-W-7485),  Greer, 


South  Carolina  (TA-W-7486),  and 
Lombard,  Illinois  (TA-W-7487).  The 
workers  produce  electronic  organs. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  electronic  organs 
measured  in  both  quantity  and  value 
declined  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  and  declined  absolutely  in 
January-March  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1979. 

U.S.  consumption  of  electronic  organs 
peaked  in  1977  then  declined  in  1978  and 
1979.  U.S.  consumption  of  electronic 
organs  during  1979  was  lower  than  any 
other  year  during  the  1975-79  period. 

U.S.  production  followed  the  same 
trends  as  U.S.  consumption  during  this 
period. 

The  relative  level  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  of  electronic  organs 
has  been  low  over  the  past  five  years 
because  foreign  producers  are  at  a 
competitive  disadvantage  in  two 
respects.  First,  the  bulk  of  patents 
covering  these  products  are  owned  by 
domestic  firms,  which  severely  curtails 
entry  of  foreign  producers  into  the 
market.  Second,  the  successful 
marketing  of  electronic  organs  in  the 
United  States  requires  a  well 
established  service  organization,  which 
most  foreign  firms  have  yet  to  develop. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  C.G.  Conn  Ltd.,  Conn  Organ  Division, 
Oak  Brook  Illinois  (TA-W-7485),  Greer, 
South  Carolina  (TA-W-7486),  and 
Lombard,  Illinois  (TA-W-7487)  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7770;  D&R  Cedar  Products,  Inc., 
Forks,  Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
D&R  Cedar  Products,  Inc.,  Forks, 
Washington.  Workers  at  the  D  &  R  plant 
produce  shakes  and  shingles. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met 
D  &  R's  sales  of  cedar  shakes  and 
shingles  increased  in  1979  compared 
with  1978  before  declining  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  1979, 

Average  employment  of  production 
workers  increased  in  1979  compared 
with  1978.  Although  employment 
increased  slightly  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1980  compared  to  the  same  quarter  in 
1979,  average  hours  declined  sharply 
over  the  period. 

D  &  R’s  cedar  shakes  and  shingles  are 
primarily  destined  for  the  home 
construction  industry  in  the  southwest 


region  of  the  United  States.  The  decline 
in  sales  and  employment  at  the  mill 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1980  coincided 
with  a  sharp  downturn  in  domestic 
housing  starts  which  began  in  late  1979 
and  has  continued  through  the  first 
quarter  of  1980.  According  to  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce  statistics,  new 
housing  starts  declined  thirteen  percent 
from  2.02  million  units  in  1978  to  1.75 
million  units  in  1979.  New  housing  starts 
totalled  240.8  thousand  units  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980,  a  decline  of  twenty-six 
percent  from  the  326.4  thousand  units  in 
the  first  quarter  of  1979. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey  of  D  & 
R’s  customers  revealed  that  the 
customers’  overall  demand  for  cedar 
shakes  and  shingles  declined  sharply 
during  the  first  quarter  of  1980  compared 
with  the  same  period  of  1979,  coincident 
with  the  decline  in  home  construction. 
Sources  cited  the  sharp  downturn  in  the 
home  construction  industry  as  the 
primary  reason  for  the  reduction  in 
purchases  of  shakes  and  shingles. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  D  &  R  Cedar  Products,  Inc.,  Forks, 
Washington  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7747;  Dana  Corp.,  Toledo,  Ohio 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Auto 
Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Toledo,  Ohio  plant  of  the  Dana 
Corporation.  This  plant  is  part  of  the 
Spicer  Transmission  Division.  Workers 
at  the  Toledo  plant  primarily  produced 
heavy-duty  truck  transmissions  and 
transfer  cases. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Industry  sources  indicate  that  imports 
of  transmissions  for  heavy-duty  trucks 
(gross  vehicle  weight  over  33,000 
pounds)  were  negligible  in  1978, 1979 
and  the  first  quarter  of  1980. 

Industry  sources  also  indicate  that 
imports  of  transfer  cases  were  negligible 
in  1978, 1979  and  the  first  quarter  of 
1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Toledo,  Ohio  plant  of  Dana 
Corporation  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7736;  Floral  Fashions,  Inc.; 
Tiverton,  R.I. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Floral  Fashions,  Incorporated.  The 
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workers  produce  primarily  women’s 
skirts  and  vests. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Floral  Fashions,  Incorporated 
operates  as  a  contractor  producing 
primarily  women's  skirts,  and  vests.  The 
Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  the  manufacturers  for  whom 
Floral  Fashions  performed  contract 
work.  The  survey  revealed  that 
customers  for  whom  Floral  Fashions 
produced  women’s  skirts  and  vests  did 
not  import  skirts  or  vests  nor  employ 
foreign  sources  during  1978, 1979  or 
January- April,  1980.  During  this  time 
period,  the  manufacturers  increased 
their  contract  work  with  domestic 
contractors  other  than  Floral  Fashions. 
The  manufacturers  reported  that  their 
company  sales  increased  from  1978  to 
1979  and  in  the  first  four  months  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Floral  Fashions,  Incorporated, 
Tiverton,  Rhode  Island  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-8004;  Independence  Steel  Sales 
and  Service,  Inc.,  Warren,  Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  19, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Independence  Steel  Sales  and 
Service,  Inc.,  Warren,  Michigan. 

Workers  at  the  Warren  plant  process 
steel  strip  and  sheet. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Independence  Steel  Sales  and  Service, 
Inc.  processes  steel  strip  and  sheet  for 
the  automotive  industry.  The  petition 
alleges  that  increased  imports  of 
automobiles  contributed  importantly  to 
the  decline  in  sales  or  production  and 
separation  of  workers  at  the  plant. 
Imported  automobiles  cannot  be 
considered  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  steel  strip  and  sheet.  Imports  of 
carbon  steel  strip  and  sheet  must  be 
considered  in  determining  import  injury 
to  workers  at  the  Warren,  Michigan 
plant. 

U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steel  strip  and 
sheet  declined  both  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  shipments  in  1979 
compared  to  1978.  Independence  Steel 
Sales  and  Service  was  permanently  shut 
down  on  December  13, 1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Independence  Steel  Sales  and 
Service,  Inc.,  Warren,  Michigan  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 


TA-W-7677;  Island  Creek  Coal  Co.; 
Northern  Division;  Donegon  No.  1 
Preparation  Plant;  Fenwick,  W.  Va. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  21, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Donegan  No.  1  Preparation  Plant  of 
the  Island  Creek  Coal  Company, 
Northern  Division,  Fenwick,  West 
Virgina.  Workers  at  the  mine  produce 
metallurgical  coal. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

A  domestic  article  may  be  “directly 
competitive  with”  an  imported  article  at 
a  later  stage  of  processing  (29  CFR  90.2). 
Coke  is  metallurgical  coal  at  a  later 
stage  of  processing.  Imports  of  coke  and 
imports  of  metallurgical  coal  may 
therefore  be  considered  in  determining 
import  injury  to  workers  mining  coal 
which  is  processed  into  coke. 

U.S.  imports  of  metallurgical  coal 
decreased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  from  1977  to  1978 
and  from  1978  to  1979.  Imports  of 
metallurgical  coal  were  insignificant 
relative  to  domestic  production  from 
1975  through  1978.  Imports  of  coke 
decreased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  and  in  the  first  two  months  of 
1980  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Donegan  No.  1  Preparation  Plant 
of  Island  Creek  Coal  Company, 

Northern  Division,  Fenwick,  West 
Virginia  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Section 
223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7795;  Island  Creek  Coal  Co.; 
Northern  Division;  Bird  No.  2  and  Bird 
No.  3,  Tire  Hill,  Pa. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Mines 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Bird  No.  2  and  Bird  No.  3 
Mines  of  the  Island  Creek  Coal 
Company,  Northern  Division,  Tire  Hill, 
Pennsylvania.  Workers  at  the  mines 
produce  metallurgical  coal. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

A  domestic  article  may  be  “directly 
competitive  with”  an  imported  article  at 
a  later  stage  of  processing  (29  CFR  90.2). 
Coke  is  metallurgical  coal  at  a  later 
stage  of  processing.  Imports  of  coke  and 
imports  of  metallurgical  coal  may 
therefore  be  considered  in  determining 
import  injury  to  workers  mining  coal 
which  is  processed  into  coke. 

U.S.  imports  of  metallurgical  coal 
decreased  absolutely  and  relative  to 


domestic  production  from  1977  to  1978 
and  from  1978  to  1979.  Imports  of 
metallurgical  coal  were  insignificant 
relative  to  domestic  production  from 
1975  through  1979.  Imports  of  coke 
decreased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  and  in  the  first  two  months  of 
1980  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Bird  No.  2  and  Bird  No.  3  of  Island 
Creek  Coal  Company,  Northern 
Division,  Fenwick,  West  Virginia  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7759;  JA-I,  Inc.,  Springfield, 

Mass. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Ja-I,  Incorporated, 
Springfield,  Massachusetts.  The  workers 
produce  ladies’  jackets  and  skirts. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  during  the  course 
of  the  investigation  revealed  that  sales 
at  Ja-I,  Incorporated  increased  in  each 
quarter  of  1979  compared  to  the 
corresponding  quarter  of  1978  and 
increase  in  each  of  the  first  four  month 
of  1980  compared  to  the  same  month  of 
1979.  Sales  and  production  are 
equivalent  at  Ja-I,  Incorporated. 

The  average  number  of  employees  at 
Ja-I  increased  in  the  second,  third,  and 
fourth  quarters  of  1979  compared  to 
each  preceding  quarter,  and  also 
increased  in  the  first  four  months  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Ja-I,  Incorporated,  Springfield, 
Massachusetts  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7541;  Jonathan  Logan,  Inc., 
Imerman  Division,  New  York,  N.Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Worker’s  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Jonathan  Logan, 
Incorporated,  114  W  41st  Street  New 
York,  New  York.  The  Imerman  Division 
of  Jonathan  Logan  is  located  at  that 
address.  The  workers  produce  girls’ 
slips  and  nightwear. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of  a 
random  sample  of  customers  of  the 
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Imerman  Division  of  Jonathan  Logan, 
Incorporated.  None  of  the  customers 
responding  to  the  survey  purchased  any 
imported  girls’  slips  or  nightwear  in 
1978, 1979,  or  during  the  first  quarter  of 
1980. 

Sales  of  the  Imerman  Division 
increased  in  1979  compared  to  1978  and 
in  the  first  quarter  of  1980  compared  to 
the  first  quarter  of  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Jonathan  Logan,  Incorporated, 

Imerman  Division,  New  York,  New  York 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7841;  Metcalfe  Industries,  Inc.; 
Edmonton,  Ky. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  Hied  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Metcalfe  Industries,  Incorporated, 
Edmonton,  Kentucky.  The  workers 
produced  ladies'  corduroy  and  denim  . 
pants  and  knit  shirts  and  blouses. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Metcalfe  Industries  was  founded  in 
1977  as  a  pilot  operation  of  Colonial 
Corporation  of  America,  operating  in  a 
temporary  location  until  it  was  moved  to 
a  permanent  facility  in  August/ 
September,  1979.  Initially,  Metcalfe 
produced  men’s  corduroy  and  denim 
pants  for  Colonial  Corporation;  during  • 
the  most  recent  year,  Metcalfe  has 
produced  ladies’  corduroy  and  denim 
pants  and  knit  shirts  and  blouses. 

Total  company  sales  by  Colonial 
Corporation  of  America  of  men’s  and 
ladies'  corduroy  and  denim  pants,  knit 
shirts  and  blouses  increased  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  and  increased  in  the 
January-April  period  of  1980  compared 
*  to  the  same  period  of  1979.  Likewise, 
company-wide  production  of  these 
garments  increased  in  the  third  and 
fourth  quarters  of  1979  compared  to  the 
corresponding  quarter  of  1978  and 
increased  in  January-April  1980  « 
compared  to  January-April  1979. 

Production  at  Metcalfe  Industries  also 
increased  in  the  third  quarter  of  1979 
compared  to  the  third  quarter  of  1978 
but  then  declined  in  the  fourth  quarter  of 
1979  compared  to  the  like  quarter  one 
year  earlier.  This  declne  in  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1979  resulted  from 
readjustments  in  the  production 
operation  subsequent  to  Metcalfe’s 
move  to  a  permanent  facility.  Production 
at  Metcalfe  then  increased  substantially 
in  each  of  the  first  four  months  of  1980 
compared  to  the  corresponding  month  of 
1979. 

Similarly,  average  employment  at 
Metcalfe  increased  steadily,  on  a 


monthly  basis,  from  October  1979 
through  April  1980,  following  the 
establishment  of  a  permanent 
production  facility. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  slacks  and  shorts,  and 
blouses  and  shirts  decreased  absolutely 
in  1979  compared  to  1978.  U.S.  imports 
of  men’s  and  boys’  woven  cotton  and 
man-made  jeans  and  dungarees 
decreased  absolutely  in  1979  compared 
to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Metcalfe  Industries,  Incorporated, 
Edmonton,  Kentucky  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7405;  Mickey  Madann  Handbags, 
New  Bedford,  Mass. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  24, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Leather  Goods,  Plastic,  and  Novelty 
Workers  Union  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Mickey  Madann  Handbags,  New 
Bedford,  Massachusetts.  The- workers 
produce  vinyl  handbags. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  plastic  handbags 
decreased  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

Workers  at  Mickey  Madann 
Handbags  were  certified  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  on 
March  31, 1978  (TA-W-2416).  That 
certification  remained  in  effect  until 
March  31, 1980.  Average  employment  at 
Mickey  Madann  increased  in  the  first 
five  months  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Mickey  Madann  Handbags,  New 
Bedford,  Massachusetts  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7739;  N.I.D.  Shake  Co., 
Humptulips,  Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  N.I.D.  Shake  Company,  Humptulips, 
Washington.  Workers  at  the  company 
produce  cedar  shakes. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

All  cedar  shakes  produced  at  the 
N.I.D.  Shake  Company  were  sold 
through  a  broker.  This  broker  purchased 
no  imported  cedar  shakes  in  1978, 1979 
or  the  first  four  months  of  1980.  A 
Department  survey  of  the  broker’s 
customers  found  that  those  customers 
purchased  no  imported  cedar  shakes  in 


1978, 1979  or  the  first  four  months  of 
1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  N.I.D.  Shake  Company, 

Humptulips,  Washington  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7447;  Otto  B.  May  Co.,  Inc., 
Newark,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  31, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Newark,  New  Jersey  facility  of  the 
Otto  B.  May  Company,  Incorporated. 

The  workers  produce  chemical 
dyestuffs. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Results  of  a  Department  of  Labor 
survey  indicated  that  customers 
representing  a  significant  portion  of  Otto 
B.  May’s  sales  decline  did  not  increase 
import  purchases  wtyle  reducing 
purchases  from  the  subject  firm  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Otto  B.  May  Company,  Newark, 
New  Jersey  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7807;  Penn-Dixie  Steel  Corp., 

Blue  Island  Fine  &  Speciality  Wire 
Division,  Blue  Island,  Ill. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  American  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Blue  Island  Fine  & 
Speciality  Wire  Division  of  the  Penn- 
Dixie  Steel  Corporation,  Blue  Island, 
Illinois.  Workers  at  the  division  produce 
wire  and  wire  products. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  carbon  steelwire  and 
wire  products  declined  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  shipments  in 
1979  compared  to  1978.  Imports  declined 
absolutely  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  quarter  in  1979. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey 
revealed  no  customers  with  decreased 
purchases  from  the  Blue  Island  Fine  & 
Speciality  Wire  Division  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  wire  and  wire 
products  in  1979  compared  to  1978,  or  in 
the  first  four  months  of  1980  compared 
to  the  same  period  in  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Blue  Island  Fine  &  Speciality  Wire 
Division  of  the  Penn-Dixie  Steel 
Corporation,  Blue  Island,  Illinois  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
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assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7779;  Sheller-GIobe  Corp.;  the 
City  Machine  and  Tool  Co.  Division; 
Toledo,  Ohio 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  has  filed  by  the  International 
Union  of  Automobile,  Aerospace  and 
Agricultural  Implement  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  at  Sheller- 
GIobe  Corporation,  the  City  Machine 
and  Tool  Company  Division,  Toledo, 
Ohio.  Workers  at  the  plant  produce 
tools  and  dies  for  automotive  use. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Imported  automobiles  cannot  be 
considered  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  domestically  produced  tools  and 
dies  for  automotive  use.  Imports  of  tools 
and  dies  for  automotive  use  must  be 
considered  in  determining  import  injury 
to  workers  producing  tools  and  dies  for 
automotive  use  at  the  City  Machine  and 
Tool  Company  Division  of  Sheller-GIobe 
Corporation,  Toledo,  Ohio. 

U.S.  imports  of  tools  and  dies  for 
automotive  use  were  negligible  during 
1978  and  1979,  and  during  the  first  five 
months  of  1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  City  Machine  and  Tool  Company 
Division  of  Sheller-GIobe  Corporation, 
Toledo,  Ohio  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-8003;  Sun  Cutter  Corp.,  Elk 
Rapids,  Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  19, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Sun  Cutter  Corporation,  Elk  Rapids, 
Michigan.  Workers  produce  automotive 
cutting  blades  to  cut  ring  and  pinion 
gears. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Industry  sources  indicate  that  U.S. 
imports  of  tools  and  dies  for  automotive 
use,  which  include  cutting  blades,  were 
negligible  in  1977, 1978,  and  1979. 

Petitioners  allege  that  increased 
imports  of  automobiles  have  caused 
decreases  in  production  and 
employment  at  Sun  Cutter  Corporation. 

Imports  of  tools  and  dies  for 
automotive  use  which  include  cutting 
blades  must  be  considered  in 
determining  import  injury  to  workers 
producing  automotive  cutting  blades  at 
Sun  Cutter  Corporation. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Sun  Cutter  Corporation,  Elk  Rapids, 
Michigan  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 


for  adjustment  assistance  under  Section 
223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7614;  Superior  Hat  Leather  Co., 
Inc.,  Peabody,  Mass. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Superior  Hat  Leather  Company, 
Incorporated,  Peabody,  Massachusetts. 
The  workers  produce  finished  leather 
hides. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  tanned  and  finished 
cattlehides  decreased  absolutely  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  and  decreased 
absolutely  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1979. 

U.S.  imports  of  tanned  and  finished 
sheep  skins  decreased  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  and  decreased  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the 
first  quarter  of  1979. 

Sales,  production  and  employment 
increased  in  each  quarter  of  1979 
compared  to  1978  and  increased  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  quarter  of  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Superior  Hat  Leather  Company, 
Incorporated,  Peabody,  Massachusetts 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7131;  The  Dickey  Grabler  Co., 
Cleveland,  Ohio 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  19, 1980  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Auto  Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Dickey  Grabler  Company, 

Cleveland,  Ohio.  Workers  at  the  Dickey 
Grabler  plant  produce  metal  stampings 
for  auto  parts  and  casket  handles. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  {3]  has  not  been  met. 

It  is  alleged  on  the  petition  that 
increased  imports  of  automobiles,  trucks 
and  vans  have  caused  a  decline  in  sales, 
production  and  employment.  Imported 
automobiles  cannot  be  considered  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  automobile 
brackets.  Imports  of  automotive 
brackets  must  be  considered,  in 
determining  import  injury  to  workers 
producing  these  brackets  at  the  Dickey 
Grabler  Company. 

U.S.  imports  of  automotive  brackets 
and  metal  stampings  for  casket  handles 
are  not  separately  identifiable  in  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States. 
Industry  sources  indicate  that  imports  of 
casket  handle  metal  stampings  are 
negligible  because  casket  hardware 


must  be  custom  fitted  to  the  casket  and 
imports  of  caskets  are  negligible. 

A  Department  of  Labor  survey 
revealed  that  Dickety  Grablers’ 
customers  decreased  their  imports  of 
automotive  brackets  in  1979  compared 
to  1978  while  increasing  their  domestic 
purchases  over  the  same  period. 

Although  the  customers  increased  their 
purchases  of  imported  brackets  in  the 
first  two  months  of  1980  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1979,  they  increased 
purchases  from  domestic  sources  by  a 
greater  amount. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Dickey  Grabler  Company, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-8045;  Thom  McAn  Shoe  Co., 
Auburn,  Mass. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  19, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Teamsters,  Chaffeurs, 
Warehousemen  and  Helpers  of  America 
on  behalf  of  workers  at  Thom  McAn 
Shoe  Company,  Auburn,  Massachusetts. 
Workers  at  the  Auburn  plant  are 
engaged  in  the  warehousing  and 
distribution  of  shoes. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (1)  has  not  been  met. 

There  have  been  no  layoffs  and  no 
reduction  in  hours  worked  at  the 
Auburn  warehouse  during  1979  and  the 
January-May  period  of  1980.  There  is  no 
immediate  threat  of  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  at  this  plant. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  Thom  McAn  Shoe  Company,  Auburn, 
Massachusetts,  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7551;  Universal  Clothes,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  7, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
by  the  Universal  Clothes,  Incoporated, 
New  York,  New  York.  Workers  at  the 
New  York  plant  produce  men’s  suit 
coats  and  sportcoats. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
tailored  dress  coats  and  sportcoats  and 
tailored  suits  decreased  absolutely  in 
1979  compared  with  1978  and  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  with  the  first 
quarter  of  1979. 

Universal  Clothes  produces  men’s  suit 
coats  and  sportcoats  for  several 
manufacturers.  The  largest  of  these 
manufacturers,  which  accounted  for  the 
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bulk  of  Universal’s  production  in  1979 
and  for  all  of  production  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980,  had  no  foreign  contracts. 
A  survey  of  some  of  the  manufacturer’s 
customers  revealed  that  most  customers 
either  did  not  import  or  decreased 
purchases  of  imported  suits  and 
sportcoats.  Customers  that  increased 
their  purchases  of  imported  suits  and 
sportcoats  accounted  for  an  insignificant 
proportion  of  the  manufacturer’s  sales  in 
1979  and  the  first  quarter  of  1980. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determine  that  all  workers  of 
Universal  Clothes,  Incorporated,  New 
York,  New  York  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-8186;  U.S.M.  Corp.,  Bailey 
Division,  Hopkinsville,  Ky. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
May  27, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Local  2048  of  the 
U.A.W.  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Hopkinsville,  Kentucky  plant  of  the 
Bailey  Division  of  U.S.M.  Corporation. 
Workers  primarily  produce  automobile 
front  ends. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  motor  vehicle  bumpers 
decreased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  from  1978. 
U.S.  imports  of  motor  vehicle  grilles 
amounted  to  less  than  two  percent  of 
total  domestic  production  in  1979. 

A  Department  survey  of  customers  of 
U.S.M.  Corporation,  Bailey  Division 
revealed  that  none  of  the  customers 
surveyed  increased  purchases  of 
imported  automobile  bumpers  from  1978 
to  1979. 

The  survey  further  revealed  that 
customers  surveyed  which  increased 
purchases  of  automobile  grilles  from 
foreign  sources  also  increased  in-house 
production  and  purchases  from  other 
domestic  sources  in  1979  from  1978. 
Import  purchases  by  customers 
surveyed  represented  an  insignificant 
proportion  of  total  customer  purchases 
of  grilles  in  1979. 

Petitioners  allege  that  increased 
imports  of  automobiles  have  caused 
decreases  in  production  and 
employment  at  the  Hopkinsville, 
Kentucky  plant  of  U.S.M.  Corporation, 
Bailey  Division.  Although  imported 
automobiles  incorporate  automobile 
front  ends,  imports  of  the  whole  product 
are  not  “like  or  directly  competitive” 
with  their  component  parts. 

Imports  of  automobile  front  ends  must 
be  considered  in  determining  import 
injury  to  workers  producing  automobile 
front  ends  at  the  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky 
plant  of  U.S.M.  Corporation.  Bailey 
Division. 


In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Hopkinsville,  Kentucky  plant  of 
the  Bailey  Division  of  U.S.M. 

Corporation  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7854;  Wyckoff  Steel  Division, 
Ampco-Pittsburgh  Corp.,  Newark,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
Wyckoff  Steel  Division,  Ampco- 
Pittsburgh  Corporation,  Newark,  New 
Jersey.  Workers  at  the  Newark  plant 
produce  cold  finished  steel  bars. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Production  of  steel  bars  at  the  Newark 
plant  increased  in  1979  compared  to 
1978,  and  in  the  first  quarter  of  1980 
compared  to  the  same  quarter  of  1979. 

Employment  at  the  plant  remained 
stable  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 
Employment  increased  in  third  and 
fourth  quarters  of  1979  compared  to  the 
same  quarters  of  1978,  before  declining 
in  the  first  five  months  of  1980  compared 
to  the  same  period  of  1979. 

Imports  of  cold  finished  carbon  steel 
bars  declined  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978,  before  increasing  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1980  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  1979.  Imports  were  less  than 
*seven  percent  of  domestic  production  in 
the  first  quarter  of  1980  and  in  the  full 
year  of  1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Wyckoff  Steel  Division,  Ampco- 
Pittsburgh  Corporation.  Newark,  New 
Jersey  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

I  hereby  certify  that  determinations 
were  issued  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
aforementioned  cases  during  the  week 
of  June  23-27th,  1980. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th,  day 
of  June  1980. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20059  Filed  7-3-80  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Abnormal  Occurrence;  Loss  of 
Confinement  System  Resulting  in 
Plutonium  Deposition  in  an  Employee 

Section  208  of  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
requires  the  NRC  to  disseminate 
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information  on  abnormal  occurrences 
(i.e.,  unscheduled  incidents  or  events 
which  the  Commission  determines  are 
significant  from  the  standpoint  of  public 
health  and  safety).  The  following 
incident  was  determined  to  be  an 
abnormal  occurrence  using  the  criteria 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  24, 1977  (42  FR  10950). 

Appendix  A  (Example  1II.B.1)  of  the 
Policy  Statement  notes  that  for  fuel 
cycle  licensees,  an  event  which 
seriously  compromised  the  ability  of  a 
confinement  system  to  perform  its 
designated  function  can  be  considered 
an  abnormal  occurrence.  In  this  case,  as 
a  result  of  the  confinement  system 
failure,  exposure  to  an  operator  appears 
to  have  exceeded  that  noted  in  §  20.103, 
10  CFR  Part  20,  "Exposure  of  individuals 
to  concentrations  of  radioactive 
materials  in  air  in  restricted  areas."  The 
following  is  a  description  of  the  event 
and  the  remedial  action  taken. 

Date  and  Place — The  Babcock  and 
Wilcox  Company,  Nuclear  Materials 
and  Manufacturing  Division,  Apollo, 
Pennsylvania,  reported  that  on 
November  16, 1979,  an  operator,  working 
in  the  Parks  Township  Plutonium 
Facility,  received  an  apparent  internal 
deposition  of  plutonium  when  the 
integrity  of  the  glovebox,  in  which  he 
was  working,  was  compromised. 

Nature  and  Probable  Consequences — 
On  November  16, 1979,  at  about  8:00 
a.m.  a  technician  was  repairing  a 
powder  blender  in  a  plutonium 
contaminated  glovebox.  At  this  time  he 
was  pounding  on  a  shaft  removed  from 
the  blender  with  a  hammer  using  the 
floor  of  the  glovebox  as  a  base  while 
attempting  to  remove  a  frozen  bearing 
from  the  shaft.  Attached  to  the  bottom 
of  this  glovebox  was  a  “well”  that  was 
used  to  hold  containers  to  collect 
discharges  from  the  blending  unit. 

At  about  8:30  a.m.  a  second 
technician,  while  monitoring  himself  for 
contamination  prior  to  leaving  the  area, 
discovered  elevated  levels  of  alpha 
radiation  apparently  from  plutonium 
contamination.  The  technician  doing  the 
repair  work  immediately  monitored  his 
shoes  and  work  clothing  and  found 
elevated  contamination  levels  on  his 
work  clothing  in  the  area  of  his  upper 
body.  Other  employees  working  in  the 
area  were  requested  to  monitor 
themselves  for  contamination  and 
contaminated  shoes  were  found  on 
several  individuals.  The  area  was 
evacuated. 

Fifteen  individuals  were  working  in 
the  area;  twelve  of  the  fifteen  showed 
positive  results  on  nose  smears;  only  the 
individual  working  on  the  blender  had 
excessively  high  nose  smear 
contamination  results.  All  twelve 
individuals  were  placed  on  a  bioassay 


program  and  were  whole  body  counted. 

This  incident  involved  occupational 
hazards  due  to  the  loss  of  confinement 
in  the  glovebox.  There  was  no  release  of 
contamination  to  the  off-site 
environment  and  the  building 
containment  systems  were  operable. 
Bioassay  and  whole  body  counting 
results  indicated  that  eleven  of  the 
twelve  individuals  were  not  subjected  to 
detectable  internal  deposition  of 
radioactive  material.  The  twelfth 
individual,  according  to  the  licensee’s 
evaluation  (which  has  been  reviewed  by 
NRC  inspectors)  was  originally  believed 
to  have  been  subjected  to  an  internal 
deposition  in  the  lung  of  between  forty 
to  fifty  nanocuries  (nCi)  of  plutonium,  as 
determined  by  in-vivo  lung  counting  at 
the  University  of  Pittsburgh.  This 
individual  is  the  person  who  was 
working  at  the  glovebox  at  the  time  of 
the  incident. 

Recent  in-vivo  lung  counting  was 
performed  on  this  individual  at  Los 
Alamos  Scientific  Laboratory  (LASL) 
using  a  new,  sophisticated  phantom 
(human  body  mock-up).  The  evaluation 
by  LASL  indicates  a  lung  burden  of  10  to 
15  nCi  of  plutonium  plus  about  3  nCi  of 
americium  241.  The  new  phantom  is 
being  routed  to  national  laboratories 
and  certain  other  facilities  for 
calibration  purposes;  however,  it  is  not 
expected  to  be  available  to  the 
University  of  Pittsburgh  for  3  to  4 
months,  and  thus,  it  will  be  several 
months  before  it  is  known  whether  the 
apparent  discrepancy  in  the  counting 
results  is  due  to  calibration  procedures. 
Isotopic  analysis  of  an  air  sample 
collected  at  the  time  fo  the  incident 
appears  to  support  the  LASL  lung  count. 

Calculations  have  been  performed 
based  on  the  International  Commission 
on  Radiological  Protection  (ICRP)  Task 
Group  Lung  Model  and  ICRP  parameters 
for  transfer  of  the  inhaled  material  to 
the  bone.  For  the  upper  value  of  50  nCi, 
total  dose  to  the  lung  would  be  about 
100  rems,  95%,  of  which  would  occur 
within  about  6  years  after  the  intake. 
The  total  bone  dose  in  50  years  would 
be  about  320  rems  or  6  to  7  rems  per 
year.  Using  ICRP  risk  weighting  factors 
for  partial  body  exposures,  the  effective 
whole  body  dose  equivalent  in  the  first 
year  would  be  about  6  rems  (compared 
to  an  average  annual  limit  for  whole 
body  dose  of  5  rems). 

Review  of  available  records  indicates 
that  a  lung  burden  of  50  nCi  of 
plutonium  represents  one  of  the  three 
largest  Pu  burdens  to  an  occupational 
worker  at  licensed  facilities.  Further,  the 
lack  of  audible  alarms  indicates  that  the 
potental  was  present  for  larger  burdens 
and  exposure  to  additional  personnel. 

Cause  or  Causes — The  cause  of  the 
airborne  release  was  due  to  equipment/ 
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material  failure.  The  seal  located 
between  the  glovebox  and  the  glovebox 
“well”  located  under  the  floor  of  the 
glovebox  had  apparently  failed  and/or 
bolts  holding  the  “well”  in  place 
loosened. 

Actions  Taken  To  Prevent  Recurrence 

Licensee — Operations  in  the  area 
were  suspended  pending 
decontamination  of  the  room.  The 
licensee  has  repaired  the  original  seal 
and  in  addition  has  installed  a 
secondary  seal  between  the  glovebox 
floor  and  the  well.  Consultant  medical 
attention  was  furnished  to  the  employee 
directly  involved.  The  employee 
involved  has  been  removed  from  work 
in  potentially  contaiminated  areas 
indefinitely.  Audible  alarm,  continuous 
air  monitors  were  installed  in  the  area 
as  safety  warning  devices  to  supplement 
existing  air  sampling  devices  and 
provide  more  complete  coverage  of  the 
work  area. 

The  licensee  will  continue  to  evaluate 
the  employe’s  medical  condition  and 
deposition  plutonium  body  burden; 
however,  it  may  be  some  time  before 
better  determination  of  the  deposition  is 
available  and  before  the  actual  half-life 
in  the  lung  (ICRP  estimates  500  days) 
can  be  estimated. 

NRC — An  investigation  was 
conducted  in  which  several  items  (not 
event  related)  of  noncompliance  with 
regulatory  requirements  were  identified. 
These  items  were  corrected  by  the 
licensee.  Subsequent  action  included  a 
letter  to  the  licensee  confirming  that  a 
request  for  a  license  amendment  will  be 
submitted  to  the  NRC  which  specifies 
the  criteria  for  use  and  location  of  the 
audible  alarm,  continuous  air  monitoring 
devices.  The  NRC  has  also  reviewed 
license  commitments  of  other  plutonium 
processing  licensees  to  assure  that  the 
audible  alarm,  qpntinuous  air  monitors 
are  used  in  their  operations. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th  day  of 
June  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel ).  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20148  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-0 1-M 


Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards;  Revised  Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  will  hold  a  meeting  on  July 
10-12, 1980.  in  Room  1046, 1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Notice  of  this 


meeting  was  published  on  June  25, 1980 
(45  FR  42904). 

Items  scheduled  for  this  meeting  have 
been  revised  as  noted  below  to  permit 
discussion  of  recent  operating 
experience  at  nuclear  facilities  which 
represent  substantive  safety  issues 
which  could  have  a  direct  impact  on  the 
public  health  and  safety. 

The  revised  agenda  for  the  subject 
meeting  will  be  as  follows: 

Thursday,  July  10, 1980 

8:30  AM.-9.15  AM.:  Opening  Session 
(Open) — The  Committee  will  hear  and 
discuss  the  report  of  the  ACRS 
Chairman  regarding  matters  to  be 
considered  during  the  meeting  with  the 
NRC  Commissioners  and  miscellaneous 
matters  relating  to  ACRS  activities. 

9:15  A.M.-12:30  PM.  and  1:30  P.M.- 
4:30  P.M.:  ACRS  Report  on  NRC  Safety 
Research  Budget  (Open} — The 
Committee  will  discuss  its  proposed 
report  to  the  NRC  regarding  the  propoed 
NRC  safety  research  budget  for  Fiscal 
Year  1982. 

Portions  of  this  session  will  be  closed 
as  necessary  to  discuss  Proprietary 
Information. 

4:30  PM.-6:00  P.M.  Recent  Reactor 
Operating  Experience  (Open): — The 
Committee  will  hear  and  discuss  reports 
from  the  NRC  Staff  regarding  recent 
operating  experience  at  nuclear  plants 
including  events  related  to  the  potential 
loss  of  scram  capability  in  boiling  water 
reactors  and  inadvertent  reduction  of 
plant  pressure  to  the  saturation  pressure 
in  pressurized  water  reactors. 

6:00  PM.-7-.00  PM.:  Proposed 
ACRS  Reports  to  NRC 
Chairman/Commissioners  (Open) — The 
Committee  will  discuss  proposed  reports 
to  the  NRC  Chairman  and  Commissioner 
V.  Gilinsky  regarding  primary  coolant 
pump  trip  and  termination  of  high- 
pressure  coolant  injection  during 
transients,  and  the  use  of  in-core 
thermocouples  in  nuclear  reactors. 

Dated:  July  1. 1980. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20147  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-155] 

Consumers  Power  Co.  (Big  Rock  Point 
Nuclear  Plant);  Request  for  Action 
Under  10  CFR  2.206 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  by  petition 
dated  April  1, 1980,  the  Concerned 
Citizens  for  the  Charlevoix  Area 
requested  that  the  Big  Rock  Point 
Nuclear  Plant  be  shut  down  immediately 
because,  they  contend,  the  plant  does 
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not  meet  containment  integrity 
requirements.  This  petition  is  being 
treated  as  a  request  for  action  under  10 
CFR  2.206  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  and  accordingly  action  will 
be  taken  on  the  petition  within  a 
reasonable  time. 

Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  in  the  local 
public  document  room  at  Charlevoix 
Public  Library,  107  Clinton  Street, 
Charlevoix,  Michigan  49720. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  26th  day 
of  June,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Harold  R.  Denton, 

Director,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20149  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Improving  Government  Regulations; 
Delay  in  Publication  of  Semiannual 
Agenda 

July  1, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget. 

action:  Delay  in  publication  of 
Semiannual  Agenda. 

SUMMARY:  The  publication  of  OMB’s 
semiannual  agenda  of  upcoming  actions 
on  OMB’s  directives  was  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  July  7, 
1980.  Delays  have  caused  this  date  to 
slip  to  July  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Budget  and  Management  Officer,  Room 
5208,  New  Executive  Office  Building. 
Washington,  D.C.  20503,  (202)  395-7250. 
David  R.  Leuthold, 

Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20832  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8110-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1864] 


on  August  29, 1980,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on 
March  30, 1981,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  908  South  20th  Street, 
Birmingham,  Alabama  35205 
or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008} 

Dated:  June  30, 1980. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20250  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[License  No.  02/02-0391] 

Cineffects  Capital  Corp.;  Issuance  of 
License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

On  February  20, 1980,  a  Notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
11291)  stating  that  Cineffects  Capital 
Corporation,  115  West  45th  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10036,  had  filed  an 
application  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  pursuant  to  Section 
107.102  of  the  SBA  Rules  and 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (13  CFR  107.102 
1980),  for  a  license  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  investment  company. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until  the 
close  of  business  March  6, 1980,  to 
submit  their  comments.  No  comments 
were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  having 
considered  the  application  and  all  other 
pertinent  information,  SBA  on  June  11, 
1980,  issued  License  No.  02/02-0391  to 
Cineffects  Capital  Corporation,  pursuant 
to  Section  301(c)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  25, 1980. 

Michael  K.  Casey, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.  80-10255  Filed  7-8-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1861] 


Alabama;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Mobile  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Alabama  constitute  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  tornadoes,  strong  winds, 
rains  and  flooding  which  occurred  on 
May  16, 1980  through  May  19, 1980. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  close  of  business 


lows;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Davis,  Lee,  Decatur  and  Wayne 
Counties  and  adjacent  counties  within 
the  State  of  Iowa  constitute  a  disaster 
area  as  a  result  of  damage  caused  by 
flooding,  wind,  hail  and  tornado  which 
occurred  on  June  1-2, 1980.  Eligible 
persons,  firms  and  organizations  may 
file  applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
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August  25, 1980,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  March  25, 
1981,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50309 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  June  25, 1980. 

A.  Vemon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20249  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01 -II 


Optional  Peg  Rate 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
publishes  on  a  quarterly  basis  an 
interest  rate  called  the  optional  "peg" 
rate  (13  C.F.R.  §  120.3(b)(2)(iii)}.  This 
rate  is  a  weighted  average  cost  of 
money  to  the  government  for  maturities 
similar  to  the  average  SBA  loan.  This 
rate  may  be  used  as  a  base  rate  for 
fluctuating  interest  rate  SBA  loans. 

For  July-September  quarter  of  1980, 
this  rate  will  be  eleven  and  one-half 
(11  Vi)  percent. 

Dated:  June  27, 1980. 

Rita  M.  McCoy, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Financial 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20253  Filed  7-8-80: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


(License  No.  02/02-5386] 

Pan  Pac  Capital  Corp.;  Issuance  of  a 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 
License 

On  April  14, 1980,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
2506)  stating  that  an  application  had 
been  Bled  by  Pan  Pac  Capital 
Corporation,  195  Hudson  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10013,  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA), 
pursuant  to  Section  107.102  of  the 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (13  CFR  107.102 
(1980))  for  a  license  as  a  small  business 
investment  company. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
close  of  business  April  29, 1980,  to 
submit  their  comments  to  SBA.  No 
comments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  301(d)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  SBA 
issued  License  No.  02/02-5386  on  June 
11, 1980,  to  Pan  Pac  Capital  Corporation, 
to  operate  as  a  small  business 
investment  company. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  26, 1980. 

Michael  K.  Casey, 

Associate  Administrator  for  In  vestment. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20252  Filed  7-3-80  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  8025-01-M 


[License  No.  02/02-5297) 

Rainbow-Bridge  Capital  Corp.; 
Issuance  of  a  Small  Business 
Investment  Company  License 

On  April  16, 1980,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
25966)  stating  that  an  application  had 
been  filed  by  Rainbow-Bridge  Capital 
Corporation,  45-44 19th  Street,  Flushing, 
New  York  11358,  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA), 
pursuant  to  Section  107.102  of  the 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (13  CFR  107.102 
(1980))  for  a  license  as  a  small  business 
investment  company. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
close  of  business  May  1, 1980,  to  submit 
their  comments  to  SBA.  No  comments 
were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  301(d)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  SBA 
issued  License  No.  02/02-5297  on  June 
12, 1980,  to  Rainbow-Bridge  Capital 
Corporation  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  investment  company. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  28, 1980. 

Michael  K.  Casey, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20251  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  8025-01-M 


[License  No.  02/02-5388] 

Transportation  SBIC,  Inc.;  Issuance  of 
a  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

On  April  2, 1980,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
2179),  stating  that  Transportation  SBIC, 
Inc.  located  at  34  Wenwood  Drive,  Glen 
Head,  New  York  11545,  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  pursuant  to  13  C.F.R. 
107.102  (1980)  for  a  license  to  operates 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  301(d)  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1058,  as  amended. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until  the 
close  of  business  April  17, 1980  to 
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submit  their  comments  to  SBA.  No 
comments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  having 
considered  the  application  and  other 
pertinent  information,  SBA  has  issued 
License  No.  02/02-5388  to 
Transportation  SBIC,  Inc.  on  June  23, 
1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  26, 1980. 

Michael  K.  Casey, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  80-20254  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1848] 

Wyoming;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Lincoln  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Wyoming  constitute 
a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  flooding  beginning  on  or 
about  April  23, 1980.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
August  4, 1980,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  March  4, 
1981,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  Federal  Building — Room  4001, 
100  East  B  Street,  P.O.  Box  2839— 
82601,  Casper,  Wyoming  82601 
or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Date:  June  5, 1980 
A.  Vemon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-20248  Filed  7-3-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  8025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA),  Special 
Committee  133— Airborne  Weather 
and  Ground  Mapping  Pulsed  Radar, 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  Special 
Committee  133  on  Airborne  Weather 
and  Ground  Mapping  Pulsed  Radar  to  be 
held  on  July  29-31, 1980  in  RTCA 
Conference  Room  261, 1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  commencing  at 
9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Introductory 


Remarks:  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of 
Eleventh  Meeting  Held  on  April  29-30 
1980;  (3)  Review  Comments  Received  on 
Final  Draft  Minimum  Operational 
Performance  Standards  for  Airborne 
Radar  Approach  Equipment;  (4)  Review 
Comments  Received  on  Draft  Minimum 
Operational  Performance  Standards  for 
Weather  Radar  Equipment;  (5)  Review 
Revised  Draft  Minimum  Operational 
Preformance  Standards  for  Digital 
Displays;  (6)  Other  Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain  - 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  27, 

1980. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 

Designated  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.  80-20104  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4010-13-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

Granting  of  Relief  From  Disabilities 
Incurred  by  Conviction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-17694,  in  the  issue  of 
Thursday,  June  12, 1980  appearing  at 
page  39998,  please  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  39998,  in  the  third  column, 
the  eighth  line  up  from  the  bottom  which 
reads  “David,  Mark  W.,  Route  3  .  . 
should  be  corrected  to  read  “Davis, 
Mark.  W„  Route  3  .  . 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 


Internal  Revenue  Service 
[Delegation  Order  No.  183] 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 
Extension  of  Time  for  Making  General 
Elections 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury.  . 

action:  Delegation  of  authority. 

summary:  Regulations  1.9100-1 
authorize  the  Commissioner  to  grant  a 
reasonable  extension  of  time  fixed  by 
the  regulations  for  making  elections  or 
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applications  for  relief  in  regard  to  tax 
under  Subtitle  A  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code.  Such  requests  or  applications  are 
filed  with  the  National  Office,  pursuant 
to  Rev.  Proc.  79-63, 1979-52  I.R.B.  26.  It 
has  been  determined  that  such  requests 
and  applications  can  be  more  effectively 
handled  by  delegating  the  authority  to 
act  on  them  to  lower  levels.  Delegation 
Order  No.  183  has  been  issued  for  that 
purpose.  The  text  of  the  delegation  order 
appears  below. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Philip  E.  Bennet,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  (Technical),  1111 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Room  3510, 
Washington,  D.C.  20224,  (202)  566-4216 
(Not  toll  free). 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  8  of  the  Treasury 
Directive  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  Wednesday,  November  8, 
1978. 

Gerald  G.  Portney, 

Assistant  Commissioner  (Technical). 

[No.  183]  „ 

Date  of  issue:  June  23, 1980. 

Effective  date:  June  23, 1980. 

Extension  of  Time  for  Making  Certain 
Elections 

I.  Pursuant  to  authority  granted  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by  26  CFR 
1.9100-1,  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
(Technical)  and  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
(Employee  Plans  and  Exempt  Organizations) 
are  authorized  to  grant  a  reasonable 
extension  of  time  fixed  by  regulations  for 
making  an  election  or  application  for  relief  in 
respect  of  tax  under  Subtitle  A  of  the  Code, 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  26  CFR  1.9100- 
1. 

II.  This  authority  may  be  redelegated  to 
Division  Directors  and  Branch  Chiefs.  In  the 
case  of  granting  extensions  of  time  for  filing 
applications  for  change  in  accounting  method 
and  accounting  period  not  involving 
precedent  issues  this  authority  may  be 
redelegated  to  the  Chief  of  Ruling  Section  1, 
Corporation  Tax  Branch. 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner. 


|FR  Doc.  80-20197  Filed  7-3-80;  8:45  am) 
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contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act”  (Pub.  L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 
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[M-284,  July  1, 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  July  8, 1980. 
PLACE:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

subject: 

1.  Ratification  of  Items  adopted  by 
notation. 

2.  Docket  37680,  Petitions  for  review  of 
staff  action  in  Order  80-3-26  awarding 
Pacific  Southwest  unused  Santa  Ana  (Orange 
County) — San  Francisco  authority  (memo  No. 
9774,  BDA). 

3.  Docket  38187,  Lone  Star  Airways 
Houston-Miami  Subpart  Q  Proceeding, 
application  of  Lone  Star  Airways,  Inc.  for 
certificate  authority  (BDA). 

4.  Dockets  37607,  Allstates  Air  Cargo,  Inc. 
and  37617,  Aeronaves  De  Puerto  Rico,  Inc. — 
certification  as  section  418  all-cargo  air 
carriers  (memo  No.  9759,  BDA). 

5.  Docket  37021,  Objection  of  ATC  to  the 
findings  and  conclusions  of  Show  Cause 
Order  79-11-20  wherein  the  Board  tentatively 
concluded  that  the  provisions  of  previously 
approved  agreements  permitting  non-member 
participation  in  the  Area  Settlement  Plan  that 
require  removal  of  individual  ticket  stock 
may  be  adverse  to  the  public  interest  and 
should  be  disapproved  (memo  No.  7750-F 
BDA). 

6.  Docket  34578,  Petition  of  Koemer- 
Liberman  Travel  and  Docket  38061, 
Agreement  CAB  27001-A14  filed  by  the  Air 
Traffic  Conference  of  America  relating  to 
ATC’s  rules  on  travel  agent  arbitration  bond 
procedures,  (memo  No.  9014-A,  BDA). 

7.  Docket  37982,  Fare  Flexibility  for  Puerto 
Rico/Virgin  Islands,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska 
(BDA,  OGC). 

8.  Dockets  37100,  37148,  37189,  37201,  37153, 
37516,  38016,  37583,  37651,  37645,  37686,  38165, 
and  38069,  Transamerica  Airlines,  Inc. 
Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  Order  80-2- 


112,  and  petitions  for  Review  of  Staff  Action 
approving  contract  marketing  tariff  proposals 
of  Pan  American,  American,  Braniff,  Aer 
Lingus  and  Air  Florida  (BDA). 

9.  Dockets  38220.  38228,  38254,  38294,  38321, 
Complaints  against  tariffs  of  World,  Texas 
International  and  Midway  implementing 
government  discount  fares  contracted  by  the 
General  Services  Administration  (BDA, 

OGC). 

10.  Docket  32484;  Petition  of  Ozark  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  for  reconsideration  of  Order  80-4- 
183  (BDA,  OCCR,  OGC.  OC). 

11.  Docket  38324,  Application  of  Air 
Oregon,  Inc.  for  compensation  for  losses  for 
compulsory  service  to  Albany/Corvallis, 
Oregon  (memo  No.  9776,  BDA,  OCCR,  OC). 

12.  Dockets  EAS-405,  and  406,  Seeking 
proposals  to  provide  essential  air  service  at 
Kokomo/Logansport/Peru  and  Lafayette, 
Indiana  (memo  No.  9775,  BDA,  OCCR,  OGC). 

13.  Docket  EAS  446;  Appeal  of  Essential 
Air  Service  Determination  of  Shreveport, 
Louisiana  (memo  No.  9532-A,  OGC,  OCCR, 
BDA). 

14.  Docket  EAS  667,  Appeal  of  Essential 
Air  Service  Determination  of  Erie, 
Pennsylvania  (memo  No.  9768,  OGC,  OCCR, 
BDA). 

15.  Dockets  73188,  36113,  27557.  Removal  of 
limitations  on  Off-route  and  cargo  charters, 
and  termination  of  Cargo  Charter  Transfer 
Rate  Investigation  (OGC,  BDA,  SLA). 

16.  Docket  37970,  Part  315,  Information 
submitted  in  section  408  applications  (OGC). 

17.  Docket  37169,  Petition  for  rulemaking  by 
Golden  Holiday  Tours,  Inc.,  to  make  the 
direct  carrier  responsible  for  returning 
stranded  charter  passengers  (OGC,  BCP, 
BDA). 

18.  Docket  33363,  Former  Large  Irregular 
Air  Service  Investigation;  Dockets  37357, 
37358,  Applications  of  San  Diego  Padres  Air 
Travel,  Inc.;  Order  on  Review  (memo  No. 
9770,  OGC). 

19.  Dockets  33363,  36890,  36891,  Former 
Large  Irregular  Air  Service  Investigation, 
Application  of  Great  American  Airways,  Inc., 
Order  on  Discretionary  Review  (memo  No. 
9772,  OGC). 

20.  Docket  3.5634  LATA  agreement 
proposing  a  3  percent  cargo  rate  increase  to/ 
from  American  Samoa  (memo  No.  9773,  BIA, 
BDA). 

21.  Docket  37855,  Application  of  British 
Caledonian  Airways  Limited  for  amendment 
of  its  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to  serve  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  (memo  No.  9767,  BLA,  OGC, 
BALJ). 

22.  Docket  34851,  Lufthansa  application  for 
amendment  of  foreign  air  carrier  permit 
(memo  No.  9771,  BLA,  OGC,  BALJ). 

23.  Docket  37825,  Request  of  LTU,  a 
German  charter  carrier,  for  an  exemption  to 
carry  cargo  in  the  unused  belly  space  of 
passenger  charter  flights  (memo  No.  9769, 
BIA,  OGC). 

24.  Docket  38033,  Application  of  Guyana 
Airways  to  amend  its  foreign  air  carrier 


permit  to  add  passenger  authority  between 
Guyana  and  Miami  via  intermediate  points 
(BIA,  OGC,  BALJ). 

25.  Docket  37559,  Application  of  Thai 
Airways  International  Limited  (THAI)  for  an 
initial  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to  engage  in: 
(1)  scheduled  air  service  between  the 
terminal  point  Bangkok,  via  the  intermediate 
points  Tokyo  and  Seattle,  and  the  coterminal 
points  Los  Angeles  and  Dallas/Fort  Worth; 
and  (2)  charter  air  services,  as  specified  (BIA, 
OGC,  BALJ). 

26.  Docket  36280,  Belize  Airways  Limited. 
Application  for  renewal  of  foreign  air  carrier 
permit  (BLA,  OGC,  BALJ,  BCP). 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

[S-1295-S0  Filed  7-Z-80;  3:34  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-0 1-M 
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COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS. 

DATES  AND  TIMES: 

July  7, 1980, 9  a.m.-12  noon,  1:30-5  p.m.; 

July  8, 9  a.m.-12  noon,  1:30-5  p.m.; 

July  9, 10  a.m.-12  noon,  1:30-4  p.m. 

PLACE:  Room  512, 1121  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Portion  open  to  public,  portion 
closed  to  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Monday, 
July  7, 1980: 

I.  Approval  of  agenda. 

II.  Approval  of  minutes  of  last  meeting. 

III.  Review  of  statement  on  “Police 
Practices  and  the  Preservation  of  Civil 
Rights.” 

IV.  Commission  budget  and  authorization 
(1  hour  session — closed  to  the  public). 

VI.  Review  of  proposed  fiscal  year  1982 
program. 

Tuesday,  July  8, 1980 — open  to  public: 

VII.  Staff  director’s  Report: 

A.  Status  of  funds. 

B.  Personnel  report. 

C.  Office  Directors’  reports. 

VIII.  Civil  rights  developments  in  the 
southern  region. 

IX.  Masschusetts  SAC  recharter. 

X.  Interim  appointment  to  Alaska  SAC. 

XI.  Interim  appointment  to  Washington, 
SAC. 

XII.  Viewing  of  Georgia  SAC  film  report 
“Affirmative  Action  in  Georgia:  Reality  or 
Myth.” 

XIII.  Viewing  of  new  Commission  exhibit. 

XIV.  Transmittal  of  Colorado  SAC 
handbook.  Energy  Handbook:  Challenges, 
Alternatives  and  Resources. 

XV.  Review  of  affirmative  action  statement 
update. 

Wednesday,  July  9— open  to  public: 
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Press  conference  to  release  statement 
"Police  Practices  and  the  Preservation  of 
Civil  Rights.” 

Review  of  affirmative  action  statement 
update  (continued). 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  FURTHER 
information;  Charles  Rivera,  Press  and 
Communications  Division  (202)  254- 
6697. 

IS-1290-80  Filed  7-2-80: 10:53  am] 
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EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.  (eastern  time), 
Tuesday,  July  8, 1980. 

PLACE:  Commission  Conference  Room, 
No.  5250,  fifth  floor,  Columbia  Plaza 
Office  Building,  2401  E  Street  NWM 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

STATUS:  Part  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  part  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Open  to 
the  public: 

1.  Proposed  contract  for  services  needed  in 
connection  with  a  court  case. 

2.  Report  on  Commission  operations  by  the 
Executive  Director. 

Closed  to  the  public: 

Litigation  authorization:  General  Counsel 
recommendations. 

Note. — Any  matter  not  discussed  or 
concluded  may  be  carried  over  to  a  later 
meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Marie  D.  Wilson, 
Executive  Officer,  Executive  Secretariat, 
at  (202)  634-6748. 

This  Notice  Issued  July  1, 1980. 

|S-1291-80  Filed  7-2-80: 12:33  pm] 

BILLING  COOE  6570-06-M 


4 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  45  FR  42110, 
June  25, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  June  25, 1980. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added: 

Item  Number,  Docket  Number,  and  Company 

CP-5 — CP80-22.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  a 
division  of  InterNorth,  Inc. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IS-1288-80  Filed  7-2-80;  8:50  am] 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  45  FR  43925, 
June  30, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  July  2, 1980. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
items  have  been  added: 

Item  Number,  Docket  Number,  and  Company 
M-14 — RM80-18,  Treatment  Under  the 
Incremental  Pricing  Program  of  Natural 
Gas  Used  as  Boiler  Fuel  To  Raise  Steam 
Which  Forms  an  Integral  Step  in  the 
Manufacturing  Process  for  Fertilizer. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(S- 1280-80  Filed  7-2-80: 8:50  am] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT  Vol.  45,  FR  p. 
43926,  June  30, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  9:30  a.m.,  July  3, 1980. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  amphitheater, 
Second  floor.,  Washington,  D.C. 

status:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6677). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
items  have  been  added  to  the  agenda  for 
the  open  meeting: 

Regulation  pn  credit  cards  travelers 
convenience  withdrawals  and  third-party 
payments. 

Regulation  on  mobile  homes  loan  consumer 
protection  provisions. 

Regulation  on  NOW  accounts. 

Regulation  on  administrative  enforcement  of 
the  Truth  in  Lending  Act — Restitution. 

The  following  item  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  open  meeting: 

Bank  membership  and  insurance  of 
accounts — Home  Savings  &  Loan 
Association,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  363,  July  2, 1980. 

(S-1293-80  Filed  7-2-80:  331  pm] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  July  9, 1980. 
PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW., 
Amphitheater,  second  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

INFORMATION:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 

6677). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  for  Branch  Office — First  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Charlotte 
County,  Punta  Gorda,  Florida. 

Applications  for  Branch  Office — Western 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association.  Los 
Angeles,  California  AND  Oceanside 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Assocation, 
Oceanside,  California  AND  San  Diego 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association.  San 
Diego,  California. 

Bank  Membership  and  Insurance  of 
Accounts — Alliance  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Houston,  Texas. 

Preliminary  Application  for  Conversion  to  a 
Federal  Mutual  Charter — Yorkville  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  Chappaqua,  New 
York. 

Application  for  Permission  to  Convert  from 
Federal  Mutual  to  Federal  Stock  Form — 
Dominion  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  of  McLean,  McLean,  Virginia. 
No.  362,  July  2, 1980. 

[S-1294-80  Filed  7-2-80;  3:31  pm| 
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POSTAL  SERVICE. 

(Board  of  Governors) 

Notice  of  Vote  to  Close  Meeting.  On 
June  30, 1980,  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  United  States  Postal  Service  voted  to 
close  to  public  observation  its  meeting 
scheduled  for  July  17, 1980.  Each  of  the 
members  of  the  Board  voted  in  favor  of 
closing  this  meeting,  which  is  expected 
to  be  attended  by  the  following  persons: 
Governors  Wright,  Hardesty,  Allen, 
Camp,  Ching  and  Sullivan;  Postmaster 
General  Bolger;  Deputy  Postmaster 
General  Benson;  Counsel  to  the 
Governors  Califano;  and  Secretary  of 
the  Board  Cox. 

The  meeting  to  be  closed  will  consist 
of  a  continuation  of  the  discussion  by 
the  Governors  of  the  Opinion  and 
Recommended  Decision  Upon 
Reconsideration  of  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission  re  Electronic  Mail 
Classification  Proposal,  1978 
(Commission  Docket  No.  MC78-3), 
dated  April  8. 1980. 

The  Governors  are  of  the  opinion  that 
public  access  to  the  discussion  would  be 
likely  to  disclose  matters  whose 
disclosure  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  public's  interest  in  having  the 
Governors  candidly  discuss  the  pro’s 
and  con's  of  possible  alternatives  open 
to  them  under  the  pertinent  part  of  the 
Postal  Reorganization  Act  (39  U.S.C. 

§  3625(a))  without  concern  for 
unreasonably  influencing  particular 
litigation,  including  both  litigation  that 
may  arise  from  the  Governors*  final 
decision  in  the  Electronic  Mail  case  and 
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litigation  currently  pending  before  the 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  D.C.  Circuit 
concerning  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission 
over  the  Postal  Service’s  planned 
Electronic  Computer  Originated  Mail  (E- 
COM)  service. 

Accordingly,  the  Governors  have 
determined  that,  pursuant  to  section 
552b(c)(10)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  7.3(j)  of  title  39,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  the  portion  of  the 
meeting  to  be  closed  is  exempt  from  the 
open  meeting  requirement  of  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  in  that 
it  is  likely  to  specifically  concern  the 
participation  of  the  Postal  Service  in  a 
civil  action  or  proceeding,  and  that  the 
public  interest  does  not  require  the 
discussion  of  this  matter  to  be  open  to 
the  public.  In  accordance  with  section 
552b(f)(l)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  7.6(a)  of  title  39,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  United  States  Postal 
Service  has  certified  that  in  his  opinion 
the  portion  of  the  meeting  to  be  closed 
might  properly  be  closed  to  public 
observation  pursuant  to  552b(c)(10)  of 
title  5,  United  States  Code,  and  section 
7.3(j)  of  title  39,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

Louis  A.  Cox, 

Secretary. 

IS-1292-80  Filed  7-2-80;  3:22  pm| 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  July  7, 1980,  in  Room  825, 

500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C. 

An  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  8, 1980,  at  10:00  a.m. 
Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  8, 1980,  following  the  10:00 
a.m.  open  meeting,  Wednesday,  July  9, 
1980,  at  2:30  p.m.  and  on  Thursday,  July 
10, 1980,  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meetings 
may  be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 


U.S.C.  522b(c)(4)(8](9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402(a)(4)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Chairman  Williams  and 
Commissioners  Loomis  and  Evans 
determined  to  hold  the  aforesaid 
meetings  in  closed  session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July  8, 
1980,  at  10:00  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  whether  to  approve  a 
proposed  rule  change  by  the  Chicago  Board 
Options  Exchange  (the  “CBOE”),  SR-CBOE- 
80-1,  to  revise  its  rules  with  respect  to  the 
organization  and  procedures  used  by  the 
CBOE  to  discipline  its  members  and  their 
associated  persons.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Stuart  Strauss  at  (202)  272- 
2405. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  to  propose  for 
comment  amendments  to  Rule  10a-l  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  to  (a) 
modify  Rule  10a-l  to  permit  a  market  maker, 
under  certain  specified  circumstances,  to 
effect  short  sales  of  a  security  at  a  price 
equal  to  that  market  maker’s  most  recently 
communicated  offer  for  that  security,  and  (b) 
modify  Rule  10a-l  to  provide  a  new 
definition  of  the  term  "third  market  maker.” 
For  further  information,  please  contact  Bruce 
Beatt  at  (202)  272-2888. 

3.  Consideration  of  whether  to  propose  for 
comment  revisions  of  Form  U-4,  the  Uniform 
Application  for  Securities  and  Commodities 
Industry  Registration.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Elizabeth  S.  York  at  (202)  272- 
2376. 

\  4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  propose  for 
comment  amendments  to  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  Rules  17a-l  and  17a-6 
to  extend  the  record  retention,  production, 
and  destruction  requirement  embodied' 
therein  to  registered  clearing  agencies  and 
the  Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board. 
For  further  information,  please  contact  Judith 
W.  Axe  at  (202)  272-2415. 

5.  Consideration  of  whether  to  approve  a 
proposed  rule  change  of  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc.  (the 
“NASD”)  authorizing  the  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  NASD  to  adopt  rules  relating  to  the 
sponsorship  and  distribution  of  direct 
participation  programs  (i.e.,  tax  shelter 
programs)  by  NASD  members  and  their 
affiliates  and  associates.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Susan  Davis  at 
(202)  272-2846. 

6.  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Commission’s  Duty 
Officer,  approving  tht  appearance  of  a  fprmer 
Commission  employee  in  a  private  suit  to 
testify  about  a  matter  on  which  he  worked 
while  at  the  Commission.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Theodore  Bloch 
at  (202)  272-2454. 

7.  Consideration  of  whether  to  authorize 
the  Division  of  Corporation  Finance  to 
publish  amendments  to  existing  Guides  61 
and  3,  “Statistical  Disclosure  by  Bank 
Holding  Companies".  For  further  information, 
please  contact  William  H.  Carter  at  (202)  272- 
2604. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July  8, 
1980,  following  the  10:00  a.m.  open 
meeting,  will  be: 


Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Litigation  matters. 

Access  to  investigative  files  by  Federal, 

State,  or  Self-Regulatory  Authorities. 
Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Dismissal  of  injunctive  action. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Settlement  of  administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

Subpoena  enforcement  action. 

Regulatory  matters  bearing  enforcement 
implications. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeal. 
Consideration  of  amicus  participation. 
Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy  Act 
appeals. 

Administrative  proceeding  of  an  enforcement 
nature. 

Personnel  security  matter. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  July 
9, 1980,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be: 

Legislative  and  regulatory  matters  bearing 
enforcement  implications. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July  10, 
1980,  at  9:00  a.m.,  will  be: 

Settlement  of  proposed  enforcement  action. 
Institution  of  injunctive  action. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  John 
Granda  at  (202)  272-2209. 

July  1, 1980. 

[S-1287-80  Filed  7-1-80;  4:44  pm] 
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